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Polls open 7am >> close 8pm
Tuesday, November 6, 2018

Gubernatorial General
Election
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It’s that simple. Now wait until the next election to receive your paperless guide.

Items you will need to sign-up:

Last 4 digits of your Social Security Number

Step 1.  
    Visit:  sdvote.com
    and  Click on 

Step 2.
    On the Welcome! page, enter your required personal information
    then  Click on

Step 3.
    On the  My Voter Status page, scroll down to  County Voter Information Guide
    then  Select             

Step 4.
    Under 
    then  Click on 

 

No

4 easy steps to 
receive a paperless

voter guide

Note:  You may change your selection at any time.

VOTE 2018

Next

Save
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The hassle-free  
voting experience:  
A practical guide.

VOTE BY MAIL

VOTE ON ELECTION DAY

VOTE 2018

For the upcoming November 6, 2018 Gubernatorial General Election,  
it will take more time to fill out your ballot because of the addition of a 
second card (two pages front and back).  Here are a few strategies to 
help make the voting process a more convenient experience for all.

SIMPLE. Your ballot arrives in your mailbox.

SMART. Make voting decisions and complete your ballot 
comfortably at home.

SECURE. Seal your completed ballot in the provided envelope, sign 
and date it, add postage and return it by mail promptly so it is 
received well before November 6, 2018. Starting October 29th, you 
can deposit your sealed ballot at one of several convenient drop-off 
locations around the county. Or, drop it at the Registrar’s office now 
or at any poll on Election Day.

Tip: Mail Ballot Voters who decide to vote at their polling place 
should BRING both cards of their Mail Ballot to be SURRENDERED, 
then a new two card ballot will be issued.

There’s still time to sign up for your mail-in ballot. Go to
sdvote.com and click on “Vote by Mail”

Mark your selections on the sample ballot in advance so when you 
go inside the voting booth, you can quickly fill in the official ballot. 
Be sure to go to your assigned polling location between 7am and 
8pm. Look up your assigned poll at sdvote.com.
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VOTE 2018

YOUR VOTE. YOUR CHOICE.

VOTING PROVISIONALLY. WHAT IS IT?  
ONLY USE IT AS A LAST RESORT.

As a registered voter in San Diego County, provisional voting protects 
your ability to vote. If you can’t make it to your poll, you forget to 
bring your mail ballot to the poll, or your name is not on the voter list, 
it is your right to receive a provisional ballot. But be prepared to spend 

vote provisionally outside your assigned voting precinct, you may not 
be voting on all the contests you are eligible to vote on. Here’s how to 
avoid unnecessary provisional voting on Election Day:

Go to your ASSIGNED polling place: See back cover of this pamphlet.

Surrender Your Mail Ballot: If you decide to vote at your ASSIGNED 
polling place instead of by mail, BRING your mail ballot packet with
you to the polls to be SURRENDERED.

Vote and Return Your Mail Ballot: Mail promptly, or deposit your 

Election Day can be a hectic time of last minute decisions. Or with a 
little preparation, the experience can be convenient and easy. Either 
way, we will ensure every eligible vote is counted.

See drop-off locations in your packet or at: sdvote.com.

some time filling out the form on the provisional envelope.  Also if you

completed mail ballot at a drop-off location PRIOR to Election Day.

N SD 400-002FP-02-06



REMEMBER TO VOTE!
Polls are open from 7:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m. on Election Day.

October 8, 2018
First day to Vote-by-mail.

October 22, 2018
Last day to register to vote.

October 30, 2018
Last day that county elections
officials will accept any voter’s
applications for a vote-by-mail
ballot.

November 6, 2018
Election Day!
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2- Card Ballot:       In this election you will be issued a ballot that consists of 2 (two) cards 
        containing all the contests for which you are eligible to vote.
 

Track Your Mail Ballot:      at sdvote.com  “Check Your Voter Registration.” 

Poll Location:       If your polling location changes after you receive this pamphlet, we will 
        mail you a “Change of Polling Place Notice” postcard.  

IMPORTANT ELECTION INFORMATION
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LANGUAGE ACCESS AND VOTER ASSISTANCE 
 

Federal Law 
 

To receive elections materials in Spanish, Filipino, Chinese or Vietnamese language please call 
858-565-5800 or toll free 800-696-0136.  

Para solicitar información sobre los servicios de votación disponibles en español, llame al 
858-565-5800 o sin costo alguno al 800-696-0136 
 

Tumawag sa 858-565-5800 o 800-696-0136 upang magtanong tungkoI sa mga serbisyo sa 
pagboto na makukuha sa wikang Filipino. 
 

Xin g i s  858-565-5800 ho c 800-696-0136  h i v  các d ch v  b u c  b ng ti ng Vi t. 

858-505-7254 800-696-0136
 

State Law 
 

Facsimile (reference) ballots in Arabic and Korean may be available at select polling locations and for 
mail ballot voters.  Go to sdvote.com to find these polling locations.  Questions?  858-565-5800,  
800-696-0136 or rovmail@sdcounty.ca.gov.  
 

California law permits voters to receive assistance in marking their ballot.  When a voter declares 
under oath, that they are unable to mark their ballot, the voter shall receive the assistance of not 
more than two persons selected by the voter. 
 
 

       ( )           . 
         sdvote.com      . : 

5800-565-858 0136-696-800  :rovmail@sdcounty.ca.gov 
 

      .                
.                  

 

        ( )    
.      sdvote.com  .  ?  

858-565-5800, 800-696-0136  , rovmail@sdcounty.ca.gov   . 
 

          .   
,      ,        

   . 
 

Accessible Polling Locations 
 

We strive to ensure that polling locations are accessible to every voter. Let us know how we are 
doing. Ask for a voter survey at your poll. 
 

Look for a YES or NO below this symbol on the back cover of this pamphlet to tell whether your poll 
is accessible. If it is not, call 858-565-5800 for alternative voting methods. 

 
You may request to have a ballot brought to an accessible location as near as 
possible outside the polls. You may also select the assistance of not more 
than two persons to help you complete your ballot. 

 
 
Disability Rights California will operate a statewide Election Day Hotline for voters having 
difficulty voting because of a disability: 1-888-569-7955. 
 

The Registrar of Voters Office has a TDD (Telecommunications Device for the Deaf). For assistance, 
please call  800-735-2929. 
 
 

Touchscreen Voting 
 

A touchscreen will be available at each polling location. Each touchscreen is equipped with a 
headset and a telephone-style keypad for audio-based voting and is available in the required 
languages listed above. 

IMPORTANT ELECTION INFORMATION 
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VOTING INSTRUCTIONS

1.  Check In 2.  Important

4.  Complete Ballot

5.  Review Ballot

7.  Keep it Secret
    

Make your vote count.  DO NOT use pencil or
red ink.  DO NOT initial your ballot or make any
identifying marks.

Vote the ballot. To vote for a qualified write-in 
candidate, write in the name on the blank line 
and fill in the oval.

Check your ballot.  If you vote for more than
the number of choices allowed on a contest, 
your vote(s) on that contest, by law, cannot 
be counted.

  Jane Doe 

 
Review

OFFICIAL BALLOT

OFFICIAL BALLOT

N
o.

 2

OFFICIAL BALLOT

3.  Vote
Completely fill in the oval.
DO NOT circle or mark oval
with an "X" or a "   ".

INCORRECT

CORRECT

INCORRECTX

Red ink

Elvira
voted
here!

Receive ballot, pen, and
secrecy sleeve from poll worker.

8.  Cast Ballot

6.  If Any Errors
    

OFFICIAL BALLOT

VOI
D

mistake

OFFICIAL BALLOT

If you make a mistake, ask for a replacement
ballot.  DO NOT attempt to correct it.

Place your completed ballot into
the secrecy sleeve.

Poll workers are available to help you if you have questions or need assistance.
For more information, please visit www.sdvote.com or call 858.565.5800.

Place ballot in the secrecy sleeve prior to 
dropping in the ballot box.

vvvvvvviiew
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VOTING INSTRUCTIONS
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TOUCHSCREEN VOTING INSTRUCTIONS
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OFFICIAL BALLOT
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO

GUBERNATORIAL GENERAL ELECTION
Tuesday, November 6, 2018

Voter-Nominated and Nonpartisan Offices
All v oters, regardless of the party  preference they  disclosed upon 
registration, or refusal to disclose a party  preference, may  v ote for 
any  candidate for a v oter-nominated or nonpartisan office.  The 
party  preference, if any , designated by  a candidate for a v oter-
nominated office is selected by  the candidate and is show n for the 
information of the v oters only .  It does not imply  that the candidate 
is nominated or endorsed by  the party  or that the party  approv es 
of the candidate.  The party  preference, if any , of a candidate for a 
nonpartisan office does not appear on the ballot.

STATE OFFICES

GOVERNOR
Vote for One

JOHN H. COX
Party  Preference: REP
Businessman/Tax pay er Adv ocate

GAVIN NEWSOM
Party  Preference: DEM
Lieutenant Gov ernor/Businessman

LIEUTENANT GOVERNOR
Vote for One

ED HERNANDEZ
Party  Preference: DEM
State Senator/Businessman

ELENI KOUNALAKIS
Party  Preference: DEM
Businessw oman/Economic Adv isor

STATE OFFICES

SECRETARY OF STATE
Vote for One

ALEX PADILLA
Party  Preference: DEM
Secretary  of State

MARK P. MEUSER
Party  Preference: REP
Election Law  Attorney

CONTROLLER
Vote for One

KONSTANTINOS RODITIS
Party  Preference: REP
Businessman/CFO

BETTY T. YEE
Party  Preference: DEM
California State Controller

TREASURER
Vote for One

GREG CONLON
Party  Preference: REP
Businessman/CPA

FIONA MA
Party  Preference: DEM
CPA/Tax pay er Representativ e

ATTORNEY GENERAL
Vote for One

STEVEN C BAILEY
Party  Preference: REP
Retired California Judge

XAVIER BECERRA
Party  Preference: DEM
Appointed Attorney  General of the State of California

86F3F069 1033 00010 01 N SD 400-008
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OFFICIAL BALLOT
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO

GUBERNATORIAL GENERAL ELECTION
Tuesday, November 6, 2018

STATE OFFICES

INSURANCE COMMISSIONER
Vote for One

RICARDO LARA
Party  Preference: DEM
California Senator

STEVE POIZNER
Party  Preference: None
Businessman/Non-Profit Director

MEMBER, STATE BOARD OF EQUALIZATION
4TH DISTRICT

Vote for One
MIKE SCHAEFER
Party  Preference: DEM
Public Interest Adv ocate

JOEL ANDERSON
Party  Preference: REP
Tax pay er Adv ocate/Senator

FEDERAL OFFICES

U.S. SENATE

UNITED STATES SENATOR
Vote for One

DIANNE FEINSTEIN
Party  Preference: DEM
United States Senator

KEVIN DE LEON
Party  Preference: DEM
California Senator

FEDERAL OFFICES

U.S. REPRESENTATIVE

UNITED STATES REPRESENTATIVE
52ND DISTRICT

Vote for One
SCOTT  PETERS
Party  Preference: DEM
U.S. Representativ e

OMAR QUDRAT
Party  Preference: REP
Counter Terrorism Attorney

STATE

STATE SENATOR
38TH DISTRICT

Vote for One
BRIAN W. JONES
Party  Preference: REP
Appointed Councilmember/Businessman

JEFF  GRIFFITH
Party  Preference: DEM
Fire Captain/Paramedic

MEMBER OF THE STATE ASSEMBLY
77TH DISTRICT

Vote for One
BRIAN  MAIENSCHEIN
Party  Preference: REP
Assembly member

SUNDAY GOVER
Party  Preference: DEM
Small Business Woman

2D56F87F 1033 00472 02 N SD 400-009
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OFFICIAL BALLOT
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO

GUBERNATORIAL GENERAL ELECTION
Tuesday, November 6, 2018

JUDICIAL

ASSOCIATE JUSTICE OF THE SUPREME 
COURT

Shall Associate Justice CAROL A. CORRIGAN be elected to the 
office for the term prov ided by  law ?

YES

NO

ASSOCIATE JUSTICE OF THE SUPREME 
COURT

Shall Associate Justice LEONDRA R. KRUGER be elected to the 
office for the term prov ided by  law ?

YES

NO

ASSOCIATE JUSTICE, COURT OF APPEAL
DISTRICT FOUR, DIVISION ONE

Shall Associate Justice JOAN KATHLEEN IRION be elected to 
the office for the term prov ided by  law ?

YES

NO

JUDICIAL

ASSOCIATE JUSTICE, COURT OF APPEAL
DISTRICT FOUR, DIVISION ONE

Shall Associate Justice JUDITH L. HALLER be elected to the 
office for the term prov ided by  law ?

YES

NO

ASSOCIATE JUSTICE, COURT OF APPEAL
DISTRICT FOUR, DIVISION ONE

Shall Associate Justice RICHARD D. HUFFMAN be elected to 
the office for the term prov ided by  law ?

YES

NO

ASSOCIATE JUSTICE, COURT OF APPEAL
DISTRICT FOUR, DIVISION ONE

Shall Associate Justice PATRICIA D. BENKE be elected to the 
office for the term prov ided by  law ?

YES

NO

AD8FECAC 1033 00010 03 N SD 400-010

SAMPLE



OFFICIAL BALLOT
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO

GUBERNATORIAL GENERAL ELECTION
Tuesday, November 6, 2018

JUDICIAL

ASSOCIATE JUSTICE, COURT OF APPEAL
DISTRICT FOUR, DIVISION ONE

Shall Associate Justice CYNTHIA AARON be elected to the office 
for the term prov ided by  law ?

YES

NO

ASSOCIATE JUSTICE, COURT OF APPEAL
DISTRICT FOUR, DIVISION ONE

Shall Associate Justice WILLIAM S. DATO be elected to the 
office for the term prov ided by  law ?

YES

NO

ASSOCIATE JUSTICE, COURT OF APPEAL
DISTRICT FOUR, DIVISION ONE

Shall Associate Justice PATRICIA GUERRERO be elected to the 
office for the term prov ided by  law ?

YES

NO

JUDICIAL

ASSOCIATE JUSTICE, COURT OF APPEAL
DISTRICT FOUR, DIVISION TWO

Shall Associate Justice DOUGLAS P. MILLER be elected to the 
office for the term prov ided by  law ?

YES

NO

ASSOCIATE JUSTICE, COURT OF APPEAL
DISTRICT FOUR, DIVISION TWO

Shall Associate Justice RICHARD T. FIELDS be elected to the 
office for the term prov ided by  law ?

YES

NO

ASSOCIATE JUSTICE, COURT OF APPEAL
DISTRICT FOUR, DIVISION TWO

Shall Associate Justice ART W. MCKINSTER be elected to the 
office for the term prov ided by  law ?

YES

NO

03F4B68C 1033 00010 04 N SD 400-011
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OFFICIAL BALLOT
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO

GUBERNATORIAL GENERAL ELECTION
Tuesday, November 6, 2018

JUDICIAL

ASSOCIATE JUSTICE, COURT OF APPEAL
DISTRICT FOUR, DIVISION TWO

Shall Associate Justice MARSHA G. SLOUGH be elected to the 
office for the term prov ided by  law ?

YES

NO

ASSOCIATE JUSTICE, COURT OF APPEAL
DISTRICT FOUR, DIVISION THREE

Shall Associate Justice DAVID A. THOMPSON be elected to the 
office for the term prov ided by  law ?

YES

NO

ASSOCIATE JUSTICE, COURT OF APPEAL
DISTRICT FOUR, DIVISION THREE

Shall Associate Justice RAYMOND J. IKOLA be elected to the 
office for the term prov ided by  law ?

YES

NO

JUDICIAL

ASSOCIATE JUSTICE, COURT OF APPEAL
DISTRICT FOUR, DIVISION THREE

Shall Associate Justice THOMAS M. GOETHALS be elected to 
the office for the term prov ided by  law ?

YES

NO

JUDGE OF THE SUPERIOR COURT
OFFICE NO. 37

Vote for One
GARY  KREEP
Superior Court Judge

MATT BROWER
Deputy  District Attorney ,
County  of San Diego

SCHOOL

SUPERINTENDENT OF PUBLIC INSTRUCTION
Vote for One

MARSHALL TUCK
Schools Improv ement Director

TONY K. THURMOND
Educator/State Legislator

Write-In

030436F3 1033 00010 05 N SD 400-012
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OFFICIAL BALLOT
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO

GUBERNATORIAL GENERAL ELECTION
Tuesday, November 6, 2018

SCHOOL

PALOMAR COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT
GOVERNING BOARD MEMBER

Vote for no more than Two
LEE  DULGEROFF
Ex ecutiv e/Tax pay er Adv ocate

ROSE MARIE DISHMAN
Retired Education Ex ecutiv e

AIMEE R. KEITH
Accounting Associate

NORMA  MIYAMOTO
Retired College Dean

MARK R. EVILSIZER
Gov erning Board Member,
Palomar Community  College District

Write-In

Write-In

MEASURES SUBMITTED
TO THE VOTERS

STATE

PROP 1  AUTHORIZES BONDS TO FUND SPECIFIED 
HOUSING ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS.  LEGISLATIVE 
STATUTE.  Authorizes $4 billion in general obligation bonds for 
ex isting affordable housing programs for low -income residents, 
v eterans, farmw orkers, manufactured and mobile homes, infill, 
and transit-oriented housing. Fiscal Impact: Increased state costs 
to repay  bonds av eraging about $170 million annually  ov er the 
nex t 35 y ears.

YES

NO

A416E950 1033 00010 06 N SD 400-013
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OFFICIAL BALLOT
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO

GUBERNATORIAL GENERAL ELECTION
Tuesday, November 6, 2018

STATE

PROP 2  AUTHORIZES BONDS TO FUND EXISTING 
HOUSING PROGRAM FOR INDIVIDUALS WITH MENTAL 
ILLNESS. LEGISLATIVE STATUTE.  Amends Mental Health 
Serv ices Act to fund No Place Like Home Program, w hich 
finances housing for indiv iduals w ith mental illness. Ratifies 
ex isting law  establishing the No Place Like Home Program. Fiscal
Impact: Allow s the state to use up to $140 million per y ear of 
county  mental health funds to repay  up to $2 billion in bonds. 
These bonds w ould fund housing for those w ith mental illness 
w ho are homeless.

YES

NO

PROP 3  AUTHORIZES BONDS TO FUND PROJECTS FOR 
WATER SUPPLY AND QUALITY, WATERSHED, FISH, 
WILDLIFE, WATER CONVEYANCE, AND GROUNDWATER 
SUSTAINABILITY AND STORAGE. INITIATIVE STATUTE. 
Authorizes $8.877 billion in state general obligation bonds for 
v arious infrastructure projects. Fiscal Impact: Increased state 
costs to repay  bonds av eraging $430 million per y ear ov er 40 
y ears. Local gov ernment sav ings for w ater-related projects, likely
av eraging a couple hundred million dollars annually  ov er the nex t 
few  decades.

YES

NO

STATE

PROP 4  AUTHORIZES BONDS FUNDING 
CONSTRUCTION AT HOSPITALS PROVIDING CHILDREN’S 
HEALTH CARE. INITIATIVE STATUTE. Authorizes $1.5 billion in 
bonds, to be repaid from state’s General Fund, to fund grants for 
construction, ex pansion, renov ation, and equipping of qualify ing 
children’s hospitals. Fiscal Impact: Increased state costs to repay  
bonds av eraging about $80 million annually  ov er the nex t 35 
y ears.

YES

NO

PROP 5  CHANGES REQUIREMENTS FOR CERTAIN 
PROPERTY OWNERS TO TRANSFER THEIR PROPERTY TAX 
BASE TO REPLACEMENT PROPERTY. INITIATIVE 
CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT AND STATUTE. Remov es 
certain transfer requirements for homeow ners ov er 55, sev erely  
disabled homeow ners, and contaminated or disaster-destroy ed 
property . Fiscal Impact: Schools and local gov ernments each 
w ould lose ov er $100 million in annual property  tax es early  on, 
grow ing to about $1 billion per y ear. Similar increase in state 
costs to backfill school property  tax  losses.

YES

NO

E9CA89FA 1033 00010 07 N SD 400-014
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OFFICIAL BALLOT
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO

GUBERNATORIAL GENERAL ELECTION
Tuesday, November 6, 2018

STATE

PROP 6  ELIMINATES CERTAIN ROAD REPAIR AND 
TRANSPORTATION FUNDING.  REQUIRES CERTAIN FUEL 
TAXES AND VEHICLE FEES BE APPROVED BY THE 
ELECTORATE. INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. 
Repeals a 2017 transportation law ’s tax es and fees designated for 
road repairs and public transportation. Fiscal Impact: Reduced 
ongoing rev enues of $5.1 billion from state fuel and v ehicle tax es 
that mainly  w ould hav e paid for highw ay  and road maintenance 
and repairs, as w ell as transit programs.

YES

NO

PROP 7  CONFORMS CALIFORNIA DAYLIGHT SAVING 
TIME TO FEDERAL LAW.  ALLOWS LEGISLATURE TO 
CHANGE DAYLIGHT SAVING TIME PERIOD.  LEGISLATIVE 
STATUTE. Giv es Legislature ability  to change day light sav ing 
time period by  tw o-thirds v ote, if changes are consistent w ith 
federal law . Fiscal Impact: This measure has no direct fiscal effect
because changes to day light sav ing time w ould depend on future 
actions by  the Legislature and potentially  the federal gov ernment.

YES

NO

STATE

PROP 8  REGULATES AMOUNTS OUTPATIENT KIDNEY 
DIALYSIS CLINICS CHARGE FOR DIALYSIS TREATMENT. 
INITIATIVE STATUTE. Requires rebates and penalties if charges 
ex ceed limit. Requires annual reporting to the state. Prohibits 
clinics from refusing to treat patients based on pay ment source. 
Fiscal Impact: Ov erall annual effect on state and local 
gov ernments ranging from net positiv e impact in the low  tens of 
millions of dollars to net negativ e impact in the tens of millions of 
dollars.

YES

NO

0F7FC3ED 1033 00510 08 N SD 400-015
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OFFICIAL BALLOT
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO

GUBERNATORIAL GENERAL ELECTION
Tuesday, November 6, 2018

PROP 9  Proposition 9 was removed from the ballot by 
order of the California Supreme Court.

STATE

PROP 10  EXPANDS LOCAL GOVERNMENTS’ 
AUTHORITY TO ENACT RENT CONTROL ON RESIDENTIAL 
PROPERTY. INITIATIVE STATUTE. Repeals state law  that 
currently  restricts the scope of rent-control policies that cities and 
other local jurisdictions may  impose on residential property . Fiscal
Impact: Potential net reduction in state and local rev enues of tens 
of millions of dollars per y ear in the long term. Depending on 
actions by  local communities, rev enue losses could be less or 
considerably  more.

YES

NO

PROP 11  REQUIRES PRIVATE-SECTOR EMERGENCY 
AMBULANCE EMPLOYEES TO REMAIN ON-CALL DURING 
WORK BREAKS. ELIMINATES CERTAIN EMPLOYER 
LIABILITY. INITIATIVE STATUTE. Law  entitling hourly  
employ ees to breaks w ithout being on-call w ould not apply  to 
priv ate-sector ambulance employ ees. Fiscal Impact: Likely  fiscal 
benefit to local gov ernments (in the form of low er costs and higher 
rev enues), potentially  in the tens of millions of dollars each y ear.

YES

NO

STATE

PROP 12  ESTABLISHES NEW STANDARDS FOR 
CONFINEMENT OF SPECIFIED FARM ANIMALS; BANS 
SALE OF NONCOMPLYING PRODUCTS. INITIATIVE 
STATUTE.  Establishes minimum requirements for confining 
certain farm animals. Prohibits sales of meat and egg products 
from animals confined in noncomply ing manner. Fiscal Impact: 
Potential decrease in state income tax  rev enues from farm 
businesses, likely  not more than sev eral million dollars annually . 
State costs up to $10 million annually  to enforce the measure.

YES

NO

COUNTY

MEASURE A  PROPOSED “CLEAN-UP” AMENDMENTS 
TO THE SAN DIEGO COUNTY CHARTER  Shall the Charter of 
the County  of San Diego be amended for purposes of making 
“clean-up”  amendments including amendments necessary  to 
assure compliance w ith state and federal law s?

YES

NO

40312ACD 1033 00010 09 N SD 400-016
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OFFICIAL BALLOT
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO

GUBERNATORIAL GENERAL ELECTION
Tuesday, November 6, 2018

COUNTY

MEASURE B  PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO THE SAN 
DIEGO COUNTY CHARTER ENTITLED “PRESERVING 
BALANCED REPRESENTATION IN UNINCORPORATED 
AREAS OF SAN DIEGO COUNTY” Should the Charter of San 
Diego County  be amended to direct a redistricting commission to 
maintain the current practice of establishing representativ e 
boundaries w here at least three Board of Superv isor districts 
include unincorporated territory , w ith tw o of the districts hav ing 
area predominately  outside incorporated cities, as population w ill 
permit?

YES

NO

MEASURE C  PROPOSED SAN DIEGO COUNTY 
CHARTER AMENDMENT ENTITLED “PROTECTING GOOD 
GOVERNMENT THROUGH SOUND FISCAL PRACTICES” 
Should the Charter of San Diego County  be amended to require 
pension stabilization funds be used solely  for pension-related 
liabilities and prohibit using long-term obligations to finance current 
operations or recurring needs?

YES

NO

COUNTY

MEASURE D  INITIATIVE MEASURE PROPOSING 
CHARTER AMENDMENTS REQUIRING ALL ELECTIONS 
FOR SAN DIEGO COUNTY ELECTIVE OFFICES TO BE HELD 
AT A GENERAL ELECTION AND REQUIRING ADOPTION OF 
LOCAL REGULATIONS RELATING TO WRITE-IN 
CANDIDATES FOR COUNTY ELECTIVE OFFICE  Shall this 
initiativ e measure, proposing county  charter amendments 
requiring all elections for San Diego County  Electiv e Offices to be 
held at a general election and requiring adoption of local 
regulations relating to w rite-in candidates for county  electiv e office,
be adopted?

YES

NO

8A1F7114 1033 00010 10 N SD 400-017
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OFFICIAL BALLOT
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO

GUBERNATORIAL GENERAL ELECTION
Tuesday, November 6, 2018

CITY

CITY OF SAN DIEGO
MEASURE E  MISSION VALLEY STADIUM - SOCCER 
CITY INITIATIVE: Shall the City  lease Mission Valley  stadium 
property  and the San Diego Chargers practice facility  on Murphy  
Cany on Road to a priv ate party  for 99 y ears, w ith an option to 
buy  some stadium property , consistent w ith price, terms, and 
conditions described in the measure; and adopt a specific plan 
and agreement allow ing dev elopment of stadium, riv er park, 
recreational, residential, office, hotel, retail, and other uses; and 
amend related land use law s?

YES

NO

CITY OF SAN DIEGO
MEASURE G  MISSION VALLEY STADIUM - SDSU WEST 
INITIATIVE: Shall the City  sell Mission Valley  stadium property  to 
San Diego State Univ ersity  or any  SDSU aux iliary  organization, 
entity , or affiliate, consistent w ith price, terms, and conditions 
described in the measure, to allow  the California State Univ ersity  
Board of Trustees to determine its dev elopment, w hich may  
include stadium, recreational, educational, residential, office, hotel, 
retail, and other uses; and if sold, shall the City  set aside adjacent 
land for a riv er park?

YES

NO

CITY

CITY OF SAN DIEGO
MEASURE J  CHARTER AMENDMENT REGARDING 
MANDATORY DISCLOSURE OF BUSINESS INTERESTS. Shall
the City  Charter be amended to: require, for certain contracts, 
disclosure of the names and identities of all natural persons 
ow ning more than 10% of an entity  contracting w ith the City  or 
receiv ing more than 10% of the contracted amount; require the 
disclosures to be prov ided to the Council for contracts requiring 
Council approv al; and ex empt public agencies and publicly  traded
companies from the requirements?

YES

NO

CITY OF SAN DIEGO
MEASURE K  CHARTER AMENDMENT LIMITING CITY 
COUNCILMEMBERS TO SERVING TWO FOUR-YEAR TERMS.
Shall City  Charter section 12(c) be amended to remov e language 
regarding a “particular district”  and clarify  that a person cannot 
serv e on the City  Council after serv ing tw o four-y ear terms, w ith 
a partial term of more than tw o y ears continuing to count as a full 
term for purposes of the term limit prov ision?

YES

NO
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OFFICIAL BALLOT
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO

GUBERNATORIAL GENERAL ELECTION
Tuesday, November 6, 2018

CITY

CITY OF SAN DIEGO
MEASURE L  CHARTER AMENDMENTS REGARDING 
ETHICS AND COMPENSATION FOR ELECTED CITY 
OFFICERS: Shall the Charter be amended to: (1) restrict benefits 
for elected City  officers; (2) restrict lobby ing and campaign 
activ ities of elected City  officers; and (3) remov e the requirement 
that Councilmembers set their salaries and those of the May or and
City  Attorney , prov iding instead that their salaries be set as 
percentages of the salary  set by  the State of California for Superior 
Court judges?

YES

NO

CITY OF SAN DIEGO
MEASURE M  CHARTER AMENDMENT REGARDING 
REAPPOINTMENT OF AUDIT COMMITTEE PUBLIC 
MEMBERS. Shall City  Charter section 39.1 be amended to allow  
the City  Council to w aiv e a requirement that the Council consider 
at least tw o applicants for appointment to a position as a public 
member of the Audit Committee, w hen the Council w ishes to 
reappoint a sitting public member w ho is eligible for another term?

YES

NO

CITY

CITY OF SAN DIEGO
MEASURE N  REINSTATEMENT OF INDUSTRIAL 
DISABILITY RETIREMENT BENEFIT FOR POLICE 
OFFICERS. Shall the San Diego Municipal Code be amended to 
reinstate an industrial disability  retirement benefit for members of 
the San Diego Police Officers Association w ho suffer a v iolent 
attack at w ork resulting in great bodily  harm, w ith the benefit 
prov ided w hen a resulting mental or nerv ous disorder renders the 
member incapable of performing normal and customary  duties?

YES

NO

DBB24242 1033 00010 12 N SD 400-019

SAMPLE



VOTER INFORMATION
PAMPHLET

The following pages contain 

POLITICAL PARTY ENDORSEMENT INFORMATION
STATE SENATE AND ASSEMBLY CANDIDATES 

ACCEPTING VOLUNTARY SPENDING LIMITS

and

CANDIDATE STATEMENTS

and

LOCAL BALLOT MEASURES, 
TAX RATE STATEMENTS, ANALYSES,

ARGUMENTS, REBUTTALS AND ORDINANCES

(whichever are applicable to your ballot)

STATE PROPOSITIONS
A SEPARATE CALIFORNIA STATE PAMPHLET (IN 8½ x 11 
NEWSPRINT) IS PROVIDED BY THE SECRETARY OF STATE AND
CONTAINS INFORMATION CONCERNING THE STATE 
PROPOSITIONS.

ARGUMENTS AND REBUTTALS
Arguments in support of or in opposition to the proposed measures are
the opinions of the authors and have not been checked for accuracy by
any official agency.

CANDIDATE STATEMENTS
Senate and Assembly candidates who accepted voluntary spending 
limits, as well as all candidates for local nonpartisan offices had the 
opportunity to submit a statement. The following pages may not 
contain a statement for every candidate, as some candidates chose 
not to submit one. The statements are the opinions of the authors and 
have not been checked for accuracy by any official agency. Candidate 
statement costs are paid by the candidate or, in some cases, by the 
jurisdiction. (A complete list of candidates appears on the “SAMPLE” 
version of the Official Ballot in this pamphlet.)
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CONTEST CANDIDATE AIP DEM REP

FEINSTEIN, DIANNE

DE LEON, KEVIN X

COX, JOHN H. X X

NEWSOM, GAVIN X

HERNANDEZ, ED

KOUNALAKIS, ELENI

PADILLA, ALEX X

MEUSER, MARK P. X X

RODITIS, KONSTANTINOS X X

YEE, BETTY T. X

CONLON, GREG X X

MA, FIONA X

BAILEY, STEVEN C X X

BECERRA, XAVIER X

LARA, RICARDO X

POIZNER, STEVE X

ANDERSON, JOEL X X

SCHAEFER, MIKE

LEVIN, MIKE X

HARKEY, DIANE L. X X

CAMPA-NAJJAR, AMMAR X

HUNTER, DUNCAN X

HIDALGO JR., JUAN M. X

VARGAS, JUAN X

PETERS, SCOTT X

QUDRAT, OMAR X

DAVIS, SUSAN A. X

MURTAUGH, MORGAN X X

ELIA, JAMES X

VOEPEL, RANDY X X

GERACI, ALAN X

WALDRON, MARIE X X

Notice to Voters: Political Party Codes for the November 6, 2018 Election

DEM - Democratic GRN - Green

REP - Republican LIB - Libertarian

AIP - American Independent PF - Peace and Freedom

Continued on next page.

 SECRETARY OF STATE

CONTROLLER

POLITICAL PARTY ENDORSEMENT PAGE

When voters adopted Proposition 14, the State Legislature required elections officials to print a list of candidates endorsed by 
any qualified political party which submitted its list to the elections official by August 15, 2018.  The following parties submitted 
timely endorsements in these contests. The candidates' names are listed in the order of the Secretary of State's random 
alphabet drawing.  Unchecked boxes indicate no endorsement was received.

 US SENATOR

GOVERNOR

 LIEUTENANT GOVERNOR

TREASURER

ATTORNEY GENERAL

INSURANCE COMMISSIONER

BOARD OF EQUALIZATION - 4TH 
DISTRICT 

U.S. REPRESENTATIVE - 49TH 
CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT

U.S. REPRESENTATIVE - 50TH 
CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT

U.S. REPRESENTATIVE - 51ST 
CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT

U.S. REPRESENTATIVE - 52ND 
CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT

U.S. REPRESENTATIVE - 53RD 
CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT

STATE ASSEMBLY - 71ST DISTRICT

STATE ASSEMBLY - 75TH DISTRICT
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CONTEST CANDIDATE AIP DEM REP

POLITICAL PARTY ENDORSEMENT PAGE

When voters adopted Proposition 14, the State Legislature required elections officials to print a list of candidates endorsed by 
any qualified political party which submitted its list to the elections official by August 15, 2018.  The following parties submitted 
timely endorsements in these contests. The candidates' names are listed in the order of the Secretary of State's random 
alphabet drawing.  Unchecked boxes indicate no endorsement was received.

WARREN, ELIZABETH

BOERNER HORVATH, TASHA

MAIENSCHEIN, BRIAN X

GOVER, SUNDAY X

CAMPBELL, MAGGIE J. X

GLORIA, TODD X

WEBER, SHIRLEY N. X

MOORE, JOHN X

PICKARD, LINCOLN X

GONZALEZ FLETCHER, LORENA X

BATES, PATRICIA C. 'PAT' X X

CASTELLANO, MARGGIE X

JONES, BRIAN W. X X

GRIFFITH, JEFF X

VARGAS, LUIS R. X X

HUESO, BEN X

Notice to Voters: Political Party Codes for the November 6, 2018 Election

DEM - Democratic GRN - Green

REP - Republican LIB - Libertarian

AIP - American Independent PF - Peace and Freedom

STATE ASSEMBLY - 80TH DISTRICT

STATE SENATE - 36TH SENATE 
DISTRICT

STATE SENATE - 38TH SENATE 
DISTRICT

STATE SENATE - 40TH SENATE 
DISTRICT

STATE ASSEMBLY - 76TH DISTRICT

STATE ASSEMBLY - 77TH DISTRICT

STATE ASSEMBLY - 78TH DISTRICT

STATE ASSEMBLY - 79TH DISTRICT

X

X

X

N SD 400-022FP-97-2



CANDIDATES ACCEPTING 
VOLUNTARY CAMPAIGN SPENDING LIMITS 

State law allows candidates for State Senate and State Assembly who accept voluntary 
campaign spending limits to submit paid candidate statements in County voter 
information pamphlets.  This is a list of candidates, party preference and district, who are 
eligible to submit statements. 

ELIGIBLE CANDIDATES 
BY DISTRICT  

CANDIDATE STATEMENT 
SUBMITTED (YES/NO) 

 36th State Senate 

Marggie Castellano,  
Party Preference: Dem 

Yes 

Yes 

                        38th State Senate 
Jeff Griffith, 
Party Preference: Dem   

Yes 

Brian W. Jones, 
Party Preference: Rep   

Yes 

                        40th State Senate 
Ben Hueso, 
Party Preference: Dem   

Yes 

Luis R. Vargas, 
Party Preference: Rep  

Yes 

                        71st State Assembly 
James Elia, 
Party Preference: Dem   

                    Yes 

Randy Voepel,  
Party Preference: Rep                

                    Yes  

                        75th State Assembly 
Alan Geraci, 
Party Preference: Dem               

                    Yes 

Marie Waldron, 
Party Preference: Rep                

                    Yes 

        76th State Assembly 
Tasha Boerner Horvath,  
Party Preference: Dem 

                    Yes 

Elizabeth Warren,  
Party Preference: Dem 

                    Yes 

        77th State Assembly 
Brian Maienschein, 
Party Preference: Rep 

                    Yes 

        79th State Assembly 
Shirley N. Weber,  
Party Preference: Dem 

                    Yes 

       80th State Assembly  
Lorena Gonzalez Fletcher, 
Party Preference: Dem               

                    Yes 

Lincoln Pickard,  
Party Preference: Rep                

                    No 

Patricia C. ‘Pat’ Bates, 
Party Preference: Rep 
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CS-0152-1

UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
52nd District

SCOTT PETERS
U.S. Representative: Veterans, Energy & Commerce Committees
Creating Jobs: I was named Legislator of the Year by biotechnology groups for securing 
investments in scientific research for our universities and research institutions that create 
thousands of jobs. I passed a bill to help small businesses reduce legal fees. 
Keeping Us Safe: I’m fighting to get assault weapons off our streets and close loopholes in our gun 
purchase background check laws. I’ve supported an increased Defense budget to fight dangerous, 
emerging threats.
Caring for Veterans: It’s unpatriotic that veterans wait months for healthcare they've earned. I 
helped pass laws to get veterans more health services, reduce wait times and launched a program 
to get veterans jobs. I passed a law to get Purple Heart veterans injured in battle the full education 
benefits they were being denied.
Fixing A Broken Congress: I helped pass a 'No Budget No Pay' bill that withholds Congress' pay if 
they don't do their jobs and pass a budget.
Standing Up for Families: I’m the only pro-choice candidate in this race, endorsed by Planned
Parenthood. I helped pass a bipartisan law to lower student loan interest rates and ease college 
debt or families. I support providing DREAMers with a path to citizenship in the only country they’ve 
ever known. 
I’ve worked hard to get things done and solve tough problems. Ranked one of America’s 
most independent lawmakers, I have opposed divisiveness and worked with both political parties 
to achieve commonsense solutions.
It’s an honor to represent you. I ask for your vote. www.scottpeters.com
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STATE SENATE
38th District

JEFF GRIFFITH AGE: 50
Fire Captain/Paramedic/Vice Chair Palomar Board of Directors
Politics is easy compared to pulling a woman from a burning car, caring for a patient in cardiac 
arrest, or fighting blazing wildfires. At those times the only thing that matters is saving a life, not 
whether a person is a Republican or Democrat. It’s my civic and professional duty to make sure 
people are safe and have the care they need. I’m proud of my work on behalf of our community.

I am not a career politician. I do believe deeply in public service; responsive government requires 
citizen participation. For these reasons, I used my thirty years experience as a firefighter and 
paramedic to improve healthcare services for our community. Voters twice elected me as Trustee 
on the Palomar Health District Board of Directors, the largest health district in California.

My fire-fighting career began in Ramona. Every time I hear about fires in our region, I cringe. It’s 
not because of personal professional dangers; it’s because I recognize the vulnerability of our 
neighbors. We can do so much more to keep people safe. Individual state senators may have little 
to say on matters of public safety and healthcare; however, my experience and passion on these 
compelling issues will definitely give me greater influence in Sacramento.

Please make a meaningful vote. Vote for me, Jeff Griffith, for California State Senator. As a First 
Responder, I will be responsive to you. That’s my civic duty; it’s personal for me, not political. 
www.GriffithforSenate.com

STATE SENATE
38th District

BRIAN W. JONES
Businessman/Councilmember
Brian Jones is the only candidate for State Senate with a proven record of common sense 
leadership, lifelong ties to the community, and the support of leaders we trust.

Jones has deep roots in the district and raised three children in the community.

Jones has a record of service, leadership, and success. During his six years in the State Assembly, 
Brian received lifetime “A” ratings from the National Federation of Independent Business for his 
work to create jobs, along with the Howard Jarvis Taxpayers Association and California Taxpayers 
Association for his record of standing up for taxpayers.

As a Santee City Councilmember, Jones cut red tape, kept taxes low, and supported pro-business 
policies. As a result, Santee city enjoys low crime, fantastic parks & recreation services, thriving 
businesses, and a family-friendly atmosphere.

Jones has received endorsements from elected officials including Supervisor Dianne Jacob, 
Senator Joel Anderson, Santee Mayor John Minto, El Cajon Mayor Bill Wells, La Mesa Mayor Mark 
Arapostathis, Poway Mayor Steve Vaus, Escondido Mayor Sam Abed, San Marcos Mayor Jim 
Desmond, and dozens of other local leaders we trust.

Brian Jones is also “Law Enforcement’s Choice!” for State Senate, receiving the endorsement of 
the Deputy Sheriffs Association of San Diego County and San Diego Police Officers Association.

“Like you, I love our community and will continue to fight against Sacramento’s dysfunction and 
misplaced priorities. I greatly appreciate your vote.”

www.ElectBrianJones.com
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STATE ASSEMBLY
77th District

BRIAN MAIENSCHEIN
Assemblymember
Assemblymember Brian Maienschein is the only candidate for State Assembly who brings a 
genuine commitment to community service and a record of getting things done.
Maienschein attended elementary, middle and high school in the district. He is the only candidate 
with deep roots in the community who also has children attending school in the local school district.
He supports public safety and is endorsed by the San Diego Police Officers Association and Deputy 
Sheriffs’ Association of San Diego County.
Maienschein received San Diego Humane Society’s Humane Hero Compassion Award for 
championing animal rights and authored legislation changing the law from the requirement that 
abandoned animals be destroyed, saving thousands of animals.
He was named the Easter Seals California Assembly Champion for his work with the 
developmentally disabled community.
Maienschein was named Legislator of the Year by the California Small Business Association for 
supporting small businesses.
As a San Diego City Councilmember, Maienschein preserved over 10,000 acres from development 
in the San Pasqual Valley and spearheaded the completion of SR-56.
Maienschein also led the rebuilding of two communities following the devastating Cedar and Witch 
Creek wildfires, which were the fastest disaster recoveries in California.
As the Commissioner on Homelessness, he created Project 25, reducing homelessness, saving 
taxpayers millions of dollars every year, and serving veterans.
“I am proud to serve this community as your Assemblymember. I will continue fighting for solutions 
to our state’s challenges in public safety, job creation, and education. I would be honored to receive 
your vote.”
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COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO
Judge of the Superior Court – Office No. 37

MATT BROWER AGE: 40
Deputy District Attorney/United States Marine
JAG to Judge!

As a Deputy District Attorney, I fight for crime victims and public safety.  I have been endorsed by 
the San Diego Deputy District Attorneys’ Association, San Diego City Attorneys’ Association, San 
Diego Deputy Sheriffs’ Association, San Diego Police Officers’ Association, a dozen additional local 
Peace Officer Associations, and numerous judges. I am proud to be law enforcement’s choice.

As a 16-years a Marine, I continue to defend my country as I did when I deployed with infantry 
battalions to Iraq and Afghanistan.  My years presiding over numerous preliminary hearings from 
the bench in military court further demonstrate my unparalleled qualifications.  

Our courts are crucial to addressing the public health substance abuse crisis plaguing our 
communities.  I support and have seen successful outcomes from Homeless, Drug, and Veterans 
Court programs that address underlying causes of crime to combat recidivism. 

I graduated from USD Law School with honors.  In its ratings this year the County Bar Association 
found me qualified to serve as a Superior Court Judge.  As a result, I have been endorsed by each 
of the three other June primary challengers and am proud to have their support.  

I would be honored to receive your vote.  www.mattbrower.com

COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO
Judge of the Superior Court – Office No. 37

GARY KREEP
San Diego County Superior Court Judge
In June, 2012, the voters honored me by electing me a Superior Court Judge, over the opposition 
of the political establishment, the judicial and legal establishments, and special interest groups.

Before being elected judge, I practiced law for 37 years, mostly handling constitutional and civil 
rights litigation. As one of the few judges in San Diego County that did not work for a government 
agency, I have a different perspective than most judges.
My Bachelors degree is from the University of California at San Diego, and I am a graduate of the 
University of San Diego School of Law.

Since being sworn in, I have handled criminal, civil, small claims, traffic, and unlawful detainer 
(eviction) cases, handling over 50,000 eviction and civil cases since 2014.

All parties to all cases deserve to be treated with dignity and respect. I insist upon that in my 
courtroom. It is important to listen to the parties, to allow them to be heard, and to explain the 
decisions that are handed down. This has earned me the support of a number of judges.

As a judge, I have always been fair and guided by the law. And I pledge to always defend our rights 
under the Constitution.
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PALOMAR COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT
Governing Board Member

ROSE MARIE DISHMAN, Ph.D./MBA
Retired Education Executive
I am an Education Executive with collegial leadership style and proven track record of fiscal 
efficiency and educational excellence.  My focus is on student satisfaction and life-enhancing 
experience for students from diverse backgrounds.  I was formerly the President and Regional Vice-
President of DeVry University for the Southern California region; and Professor/Dean and acting 
Provost at United States International University.  I am dedicated to helping all students, including 
working adults, from vocational to post-graduate studies through motivation and mentoring. I am a 
former Fulbright-Hayes scholar with proven developmental and accreditation skills. My Ph.D. in 
Physics is from the University of California, Riverside and MBA from San Diego State University.  I 
previously served as an elected member of the Palomar Community College Board of Governors 
(2008-2012).  I am currently the President of the Conservative Order for Good Government 
(COGG).  I have over 35 years’ experience.   I am committed to ethical, professional, efficient, and 
dedicated devotion to maintaining and improving education within the Palomar Community College. 
My husband and I have lived in Poway for over 25 years.  I have the desire and experience to serve 
as a member of the Board of Governors of the Palomar Community College.

PALOMAR COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT
Governing Board Member

LEE DULGEROFF AGE: 52
Executive, San Diego City Schools/Taxpayer Advocate
As a senior executive in the San Diego Unified School District, Lee Dulgeroff manages a 
department committed to school planning and construction projects that provides students with 
safe, secure, and innovative learning environments. He believes that schools are the heart and soul 
of a community; they are vital centers preparing students for 21st century jobs.

Lee serves on the San Diego County Taxpayers Educational Foundation. He has earned awards 
for school projects that are on time and within budget. His cost-conscious approach has also led to 
school energy savings that are reinvested in the classroom. Audits of his work result in the highest 
ratings.

Lee will bring proven management experience and thorough budgetary knowledge to the Palomar 
College Governing Board. He earned a Computer Science MS degree and will promote 
technological innovation to help young women and men prepare for career success.

Lee is student-centered, supporting a two-year, debt-free community college education. He 
advocates for veterans, giving them educational choices so they can quickly enter the workforce or 
transfer to universities. He seeks business partnerships to encourage apprenticeships.

Put students first. Vote Lee Dulgeroff for Palomar College Governing Board. A new, vigorous voice 
for taxpayers and our community. (https://leedulgeroff.wixsite.com/website)
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PALOMAR COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT
Governing Board Member

MARK EVILSIZER
Governing Board Member, Palomar Community College District
Mark Evilsizer has 16 years of proven visionary leadership as a Trustee for Palomar College. As a 
result, the College has developed a cost-conscious culture that led to the nomination for a San 
Diego Taxpayers’ Golden Watchdog Award, and a favorable bond rating saving millions of dollars 
in interest to taxpayers.
Mark’s degrees in business (University of Redlands) and management (Claremont Graduate 
University) helped the district to successfully implement its $694M bond package. This provided for 
12 new buildings on the main campus, modernized the Escondido Center, and opened new 
Education Centers in Rancho Bernardo and Fallbrook.
Mark supports: Access to affordable higher education for all through the Palomar Promise; Greater 
student transfer/graduation rates; Training tomorrow’s workforce in STEM careers; Career 
Technical training in Cybersecurity, Drone Technologies, Diesel, Welding, Aviation, 
Apprenticeships and Internships; Public safety and health programs for police, firefighters, nurses 
and paramedics; Smart, energy-efficient campus facilities; and building strong partnerships with 
K12 schools, business and industry.
Mark will advocate for affordable student housing, increasing graduation and transfer rates and 
developing entrepreneurial opportunities to create sustainable revenue for the district.
Vote for Mark Evilsizer for Governing Board Member, Palomar Community College District.
Contact him at:
TrusteeEvilsizer@gmail.com  www.TrusteeEvilsizer.org
(760) 522-1154

PALOMAR COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT
Governing Board Member

NORMA MIYAMOTO AGE: 60
Retired College Dean
Norma Miyamoto’s education and career experiences will bring new levels of professionalism and 
expertise to the Palomar College Board of Trustees. 

Throughout her career, Norma has been dedicated to public service and student success. She 
worked with North County cities and the North County Transit District on public outreach and 
transparency; taught at MiraCosta; and served as a college dean. Most recently, she chaired a 
planning committee responsible for Palomar’s new centers in Rancho Bernardo and Fallbrook.

Norma grew up in a family that valued education, a strong work ethic, and frugality. Those values 
still define her. Norma earned a Master’s degree in Communications and continued her post-
graduate work at several leadership institutes. 

As Trustee, Norma will advocate for putting students first, developing programs that lead to career 
success, and supporting a debt-free college education. 

Norma has the courage to maintain an independent voice and work with all stakeholders to solve 
pressing issues of student access to needed classes, more careful spending, and campus 
outreach, especially to veterans and seniors. With Norma, you’ll get a Trustee who demands 
accountability and transparency. 

Integrity, honesty, professionalism; that’s Norma. Vote Miyamoto for Palomar College Governing 
Board. It’s a vote you can cast with confidence. (normamiyamoto.com)
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COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO

(This Measure will appear on the ballot in the following form.)

MEASURE A
PROPOSED “CLEAN-UP” AMENDMENTS TO THE SAN DIEGO COUNTY CHARTER
Shall the Charter of the County of San Diego be amended for purposes of making “clean-up” 
amendments including amendments necessary to assure compliance with state and federal laws?

This measure requires approval of a simple majority (50% plus 1) of those voting on the measure.
Full text of this measure follows the argument in favor.

COUNTY COUNSEL IMPARTIAL ANALYSIS

This measure was placed on the ballot by the San Diego County Board of Supervisors. 
If approved by a majority of the voters voting on the measure, this measure will amend the San 
Diego County Charter to “clean-up” several sections of the Charter to bring them into conformance 
with state and federal laws and to accurately reflect the administrative structure of the County.

This measure will change timelines respecting elections which may be held in filling 
vacancies on the Board of Supervisors.  The changes will bring the timelines into compliance with 
Federal and State laws setting forth timing requirements for the mailing of military and overseas 
ballots. This measure will also amend the Charter to recognize the Fire Authority as an 
organizational unit within the Office of the Chief Administrative Officer.
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ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF MEASURE A

Measure A makes “clean-up” changes to the County Charter

The San Diego County Charter establishes the structure of County government, and defines how 
County government operates in order to best serve the County’s residents.

Any change to the Charter must be approved by the voters of San Diego County.

A review by County officials identified several outdated provisions in the County Charter.  Since the 
last “clean-up” revisions in the Charter in 2006, there have been changes to federal and state law 
and other modifications affecting County government operations that have rendered several 
provisions of the County Charter outdated.  Those provisions need to be revised.

Measure A will update and preserve the accuracy of the County Charter

Among provisions in need of amendments is an addition that references the San Diego County Fire 
Authority in the organizational structure of the County.  The San Diego County Fire Authority was 
established in 2008 to support the delivery of high quality emergency medical and fire services to 
a 1.5 million-acre area of unincorporated San Diego County.  Since it has been 12 years since the 
last “clean-up” of the County Charter the County Fire Authority should be referenced.

Measure A’s proposed revisions do not alter the substantive meaning of any Charter 
provision.

An additional provision proposed to be updated in the County Charter would modify election 
timelines to permit compliance with federal and state legal requirements.  For example, the current 
timelines for filling a vacancy on the Board of Supervisors do not provide sufficient time for the 
Registrar of Voters to meet legal requirements, such as mailing of military and overseas ballots.

These proposed changes will keep San Diego County’s Charter up-to-date and accurate!

Please join us in voting Yes on A!

Kristin Gaspar          Dianne Jacob
Chairwoman          Vice-Chairwoman
San Diego County Board of Supervisors                          San Diego County Board of Supervisors

ARGUMENT AGAINST MEASURE A
No argument against the measure was filed in the office of the Registrar of Voters.
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FULL TEXT OF MEASURE A

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
PROPOSING AMENDMENTS TO THE CHARTER OF THE 

COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO FOR THE PURPOSE OF MAKING “CLEAN-UP” 
CHANGES TO SEVERAL CHARTER SECTIONS

IT IS RESOLVED AND ORDERED by the Board of Supervisors of the County of San 
Diego pursuant to California Constitution, Art. XI, sections 3(a) and 3(b) and Articles 2 and 3 
(commencing at section 23720) of Chapter 5, Division 1, Title 3 of the Government Code, that the 
Charter of the County of San Diego (San Diego County Charter) be amended by revising sections 
401.4, 703 and 703.6 as set forth herein, and that the proposed amendments be submitted to the 
eligible registered voters in San Diego County for approval or rejection at a special election to be 
consolidated with the statewide general election to be held on November 6, 2018 in San Diego 
County, State of California.

IT IS PROPOSED by the Board of Supervisors that the San Diego County Charter be 
amended by revising sections 401.4, 703 and 703.6 to read as follows:

Section 401.4:  In the event a vacancy occurs in the office of supervisor, the remaining members 
of the Board shall within thirty (30) days of the vacancy fill the vacancy either by appointment for 
the unexpired term, by appointment until the qualification of a successor elected at a special
election or by calling a special election. If the remaining members of the Board fail to fill the vacancy 
within such thirty (30) day period, the remaining members of the Board shall immediately cause a 
special election to be held to fill such vacancy. A special election to fill a vacancy in the office of 
Supervisor shall consist of a special primary election and if necessary, a special general election. 
A special primary election shall be held in the Supervisorial district in which the vacancy occurred 
on a Tuesday, at least 76 days, but not more than 90 days, following the adoption of the resolution 
calling the special election, except that any such special primary election may be conducted within 
180 days following the adoption of such resolution in order that the special primary election or 
special general election may be consolidated with the next regularly scheduled statewide election.

Candidates at the special primary election shall be nominated in the manner set forth in the 
Elections Code for the nomination of candidates for a nonpartisan office for a direct primary 
election, except that nomination papers shall not be circulated prior to the adoption of the resolution 
calling the special election and shall be filed with the Registrar of Voters for examination no later 
than 14 days after the adoption of the resolution calling the special primary election.

If only one candidate qualifies for the special primary election, that candidate shall be appointed to 
the vacancy by the remaining members of the Board for the unexpired term, shall serve exactly as 
if elected to such vacancy, and no special primary election or special general election to fill the 
vacancy shall be held. A candidate who receives a majority of all votes in the special primary 
election is elected to fill the vacancy for the unexpired term, and no special general election shall 
be held. In the event there are no more than two candidates for a vacancy, the office shall be voted 
upon at the special primary election, and no special general election shall be held.

When no candidate receives a majority of all votes in the special primary election, a special general 
election shall be held on the twelfth Tuesday after the date of the special primary election. The two 
candidates who received the highest number of votes in the special primary election shall be the 
candidates in the special general election, and the one who receives the higher number of votes in 
the special general election is elected to fill the vacancy for the unexpired term. Write-in candidates 
are permitted to participate in the special primary election in accordance with state general law. 
However, no write-in candidates are permitted to participate in the special general election.
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FULL TEXT OF MEASURE A (CONTINUED)

In a special election to fill a vacancy in the office of supervisor, the Board may authorize either the 
special primary election or the special general election, or both, to be conducted wholly by mail, 
provided that the special primary election or the special general election to be conducted by mail 
does not occur on the same date as the statewide election with which it has been consolidated. In 
no event may a special primary election or a special general election be conducted on the day after 
a state holiday.

Section 703: Chief Administrative Officer. The Chief Administrative Officer exercises the 
Board's administrative supervision over affairs of the County delegated to that officer, over all 
organizational units within the Office of the Chief Administrative Officer, and over all departments, 
except the Civil Service Commission and the offices of Assessor/Recorder/County Clerk, District
Attorney, Sheriff, and the Treasurer/Tax Collector. The Fire Authority is an organizational unit within 
the Office of the Chief Administrative Officer, not a department. The Chief Administrative Officer is 
responsible to the Board for the proper administration of such affairs of the County. 

Section 703.6: For assistance in carrying out official duties, the Chief Administrative Officer may 
call upon officers and employees in departments or organizational units under the Chief 
Administrative Officer's supervision, so long as that assistance falls within the legally authorized 
scope of their activities.
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COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO

(This Measure will appear on the ballot in the following form.)

MEASURE B
PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO THE SAN DIEGO COUNTY CHARTER ENTITLED 
“PRESERVING BALANCED REPRESENTATION IN UNINCORPORATED AREAS OF SAN 
DIEGO COUNTY”
Should the Charter of San Diego County be amended to direct a redistricting commission to 
maintain the current practice of establishing representative boundaries where at least three Board 
of Supervisor districts include unincorporated territory, with two of the districts having area 
predominately outside incorporated cities, as population will permit?

This measure requires approval of a simple majority (50% plus 1) of those voting on the measure.
Full text of this measure follows the argument in favor.

COUNTY COUNSEL IMPARTIAL ANALYSIS

This measure was placed on the ballot by the San Diego County Board of Supervisors. 
If approved by a majority of the voters voting on the measure, this measure will amend the San 
Diego County Charter related to redistricting the supervisorial districts.

The San Diego County Charter currently requires the Board of Supervisors to 
reapportion the supervisorial districts every ten years.  The Charter also requires the district 
boundaries be drawn such that the area of at least two districts is substantially outside the City of 
San Diego.

This Measure will require a redistricting commission authorized by state law to 
reapportion the supervisorial districts every ten years rather than the Board of Supervisors.  The 
Measure will also require the district boundaries be drawn such that at least two districts are 
predominantly outside of all incorporated cities rather than just the City of San Diego.  The 
Measure will also add a requirement that the district boundaries be drawn such that at least three 
districts include unincorporated area.
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ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF MEASURE B

Preserving Balanced Representation in Unincorporated Areas of San Diego County

The San Diego County Charter establishes the structure of County government, and defines how 
County government operates in order to best serve the County’s residents.

This proposed change to the County Charter is designed to ensure that any resident of this 
region, whether they live in a city or in the unincorporated area, will have their voice heard and 
their interests fairly represented on the Board of Supervisors.

A diverse county requires equal representation of communities on the Board of 
Supervisors

The County of San Diego is over 4,000 square miles with over 3.3 million residents calling our 
great county home.

The five elected officials who represent the over 3.3 million county residents on the San Diego 
County Board of Supervisors are selected from individual districts whose boundaries are adjusted 
every ten years following the federal census.  Over 500,000 of these residents reside in 
unincorporated areas. 

Charter change preserves equal representation 

Currently all five districts include major urban cities and four of these districts include 
unincorporated area with two of the districts having area that is predominately outside the 
incorporated cities. 

This Charter amendment would mirror existing practice as it relates to the representative 
make-up of supervisorial district lines and establish it as a protected policy once placed in the 
County Charter.

Will prevent residents of San Diego County from being disenfranchised

Measure B maintains equal representation of all residents on the Board of Supervisors

Please join us in voting Yes on B!

Kristin Gaspar           Dianne Jacob
Chairwoman           Vice-Chairwoman
San Diego County Board of Supervisors           San Diego County Board of Supervisors

ARGUMENT AGAINST MEASURE B
No argument against the measure was filed in the office of the Registrar of Voters.
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FULL TEXT OF MEASURE B

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
PROPOSING AMENDMENTS TO THE SAN DIEGO COUNTY 

CHARTER ENTITLED “PRESERVING BALANCED REPRESENTATION IN 
UNINCORPORATED AREAS OF SAN DIEGO COUNTY”

IT IS RESOLVED AND ORDERED by the Board of Supervisors of the County of San 
Diego pursuant to California Constitution, Art. XI, sections 3(a) and 3(b) and Articles 2 and 3 
(commencing at section 23720) of Chapter 5, Division 1, Title 3 of the Government Code, that the 
Charter of the County of San Diego (San Diego County Charter) be amended by revising section 
400.1 as set forth herein, and that the proposed amendments be submitted to the eligible 
registered voters in San Diego County for approval or rejection at a special election to be 
consolidated with the statewide general election to be held on November 6, 2018 in San Diego 
County, State of California.

IT IS PROPOSED by the Board of Supervisors that the San Diego County Charter be 
amended by revising section 400.1 to read as follows:

Section 400.1: Redistricting Commission. After each federal decennial census, the 
supervisorial districts of the County shall be reapportioned in the manner specified by general law 
by a redistricting commission established pursuant to the California Elections code.  The 
supervisorial district boundaries shall be drawn in such a way that the area of at least three 
districts shall include unincorporated territory with two of the districts having geographic area that 
is predominantly outside of the incorporated cities as population will permit.
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COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO

(This Measure will appear on the ballot in the following form.)

MEASURE C
PROPOSED SAN DIEGO COUNTY CHARTER AMENDMENT ENTITLED “PROTECTING 
GOOD GOVERNMENT THROUGH SOUND FISCAL PRACTICES” 
Should the Charter of San Diego County be amended to require pension stabilization funds be 
used solely for pension-related liabilities and prohibit using long-term obligations to finance 
current operations or recurring needs?

This measure requires approval of a simple majority (50% plus 1) of those voting on the measure.
Full text of this measure follows the argument in favor.

COUNTY COUNSEL IMPARTIAL ANALYSIS

This measure was placed on the ballot by the San Diego County Board of Supervisors. 
If approved by a majority of the voters voting on the measure, this measure will amend the San 
Diego County Charter related to pension stabilization and use of long-term debt proceeds.

The San Diego County Charter currently requires the preparation and adoption of the 
County of San Diego’s budget to be governed by general law and the Charter.  This Measure will 
add two restrictions upon future budgets.  The first restriction will provide that once the Board of 
Supervisors has appropriated funds for pension stabilization, the funds can be used only on 
pension-related liabilities as defined therein. The second restriction will prohibit using long-term 
debt proceeds for recurring operational needs.
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ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF MEASURE C

Yes on C: Protecting Good Government Practices

The San Diego County Charter establishes the structure of County government, and defines how 
County government operates in order to best serve the County’s residents.

Any change to the Charter must be approved by the voters of San Diego County.

This is YOUR opportunity to preserve sound fiscal policies into the future

The County of San Diego has gone through a transformation over nearly three decades, from a 
government on the brink of bankruptcy to a fiscally sound entity that strategically plans for current 
and future needs while maintaining a AAA credit rating.

The Board of Supervisors has a responsibility to safeguard County finances on behalf of 
taxpayers.  The Board has strengthened the County’s financial policies and is asking the voters to 
further strengthen two of the policies by including them in the County Charter. 

Placing fiscal protections into the County Charter is the most efficient way to protect these 
policies as any ordinance could be changed by a simple majority of the Board of Supervisors.  

This addition to the Charter would protect it and only the voters of San Diego County can remove 
it.

Pension Stabilization Funds should be used solely for pension-related liabilities.

Measure C amends the County Charter to require pension stabilization funds be used solely for 
pension-related liabilities.

Measure C would also prohibit the County from using money from long-term debt to pay for 
current operations or recurring needs.

Both of these sound fiscal proposals have been instrumental in creating and maintaining the 
County’s strong financial position.  

“It remains crucial for our community that funds dedicated to managing and paying 
off our pension debt are utilized directly for those purposes.”
Haney Hong, President, San Diego County Taxpayers Association (June 26, 2018)

Please join us in voting Yes on C!  

Kristin Gaspar             Dianne Jacob
Chairwoman             Vice-Chairwoman
San Diego County Board of Supervisors             San Diego County Board of Supervisors

ARGUMENT AGAINST MEASURE C
No argument against the measure was filed in the office of the Registrar of Voters.
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FULL TEXT OF MEASURE C

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
PROPOSING AMENDMENTS TO THE CHARTER OF THE 

COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO ENTITLED “PROTECTING GOOD 
GOVERNMENT THROUGH SOUND FISCAL PRACTICES”

IT IS RESOLVED AND ORDERED by the Board of Supervisors of the County of San 
Diego pursuant to California Constitution, Art. XI, sections 3(a) and 3(b) and Articles 2 and 3 
(commencing at section 23720) of Chapter 5, Division 1, Title 3 of the Government Code, that the 
Charter of the County of San Diego (San Diego County Charter) be amended by adding sections 
800.1 and 800.2 as set forth herein, and that the proposed amendments be submitted to the 
eligible registered voters in San Diego County for approval or rejection at a special election to be 
consolidated with the statewide general election to be held on November 6, 2018 in San Diego 
County, State of California.

IT IS PROPOSED by the Board of Supervisors that section 800.1 and 800.2 be added 
to the San Diego County Charter to read as follows:

Section 800.1:  Pension Stabilization.  Once the Board of Supervisors has appropriated funds 
for pension stabilization, these funds shall not be used for any purpose other than pension-related 
liabilities.  Pension-related liabilities shall include, but are not limited to any liability associated 
with a defined benefit, defined contribution or other post-employment benefit.

Section 800.2:  Debt.  Proceeds of any long-term obligation of the General Fund of the County 
shall not be used for recurring operational needs.
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COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO

(This Measure will appear on the ballot in the following form.)

MEASURE D
INITIATIVE MEASURE PROPOSING CHARTER AMENDMENTS REQUIRING ALL ELECTIONS
FOR SAN DIEGO COUNTY ELECTIVE OFFICES TO BE HELD AT A GENERAL ELECTION 
AND REQUIRING ADOPTION OF LOCAL REGULATIONS RELATING TO WRITE-IN 
CANDIDATES FOR COUNTY ELECTIVE OFFICE
Shall this initiative measure, proposing county charter amendments requiring all elections for San 
Diego County elective Offices to be held at a general election and requiring adoption of local 
regulations relating to write-in candidates for county elective office, be adopted?

This measure requires approval of a simple majority (50% plus 1) of those voting on the measure.
Full text of this measure follows the arguments and rebuttals.

COUNTY COUNSEL IMPARTIAL ANALYSIS

This measure was placed on the ballot by a petition signed by the requisite number of 
voters. If approved by a majority of the voters voting on the measure, this measure will amend the 
San Diego County Charter related to electing County elective officers.

The San Diego County Charter currently establishes a process for electing members of 
the Board of Supervisors and another process for electing the other County elective officers, 
namely District Attorney, Sheriff, Assessor/Recorder/County Clerk, Treasurer/Tax Collector and 
Members of the County Board of Education.  This measure would establish the same process for 
all County elective offices and would make the following changes to the process:

� Currently all candidates for County elective office are placed on the primary 
ballot.  This measure provides if two or fewer candidates qualify for a contest, 
including write-in candidates, they will be placed on the general ballot and not 
the primary.

� This measure requires the County to establish rules governing qualifying as a 
write-in candidate will be changed to ensure the qualification date precedes 
printing of primary ballot. These rules would be inconsistent with state 
election laws.

� This measure provides if more than two candidates qualify for a contest, 
including write-in candidates, they will be placed on the primary ballot.

� Currently, if a candidate receives a majority of the votes cast in a contest at 
the primary election, that candidate is elected.  This measure will remove that 
provision and require the two candidates with the most votes will move on to 
the general election, even if one candidate receives a majority of the votes 
cast.

� Currently write-in candidates are not allowed to participate in a general 
election.  This measure will allow write-in candidate names to be printed on 
the general election ballot when one or two write-in candidates qualify to 
participate in a primary election contest with two or fewer total candidates in 
the contest.
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ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF MEASURE D

MEASURE D ENSURES ELECTIONS FOR SHERIFF, DISTRICT ATTORNEY AND COUNTY 
SUPERVISOR ARE DECIDED IN NOVEMBER, WHEN THE MOST PEOPLE VOTE

MEASURE D ENSURES COUNTY LEADERS ARE ELECTED BY A MAJORITY OF VOTERS
� The County’s current election system allows candidates to win an election in primaries, 

with votes from a small fraction of their constituency, when as few as 30 percent of 
voters cast ballots. Measure D ensures final decisions are made in November general 
elections, when as many as 80 percent of voters cast ballots.

MEASURE D MAKES COUNTY OFFICIALS MORE ACCOUNTABLE TO THEIR 
CONSTITUENTS

� One of the reasons many San Diego County elected officials have been in office for 
over two decades is they are frequently re-elected in very low-turnout primary elections.  
Measure D will promote more competitive elections and ensure officials are more 
accountable to all their constituents.

MEASURE D MAKES COUNTY ELECTIONS CONSISTENT WITH STATE AND FEDERAL 
ELECTIONS

� Measure D uses the same top-two runoff process we use to elect the Governor, state 
legislators, and members of Congress, eliminating confusion caused by using a different 
process for County elections.

MEASURE D GIVES VOTERS – NOT SPECIAL INTERESTS – POWER TO CHOOSE COUNTY 
LEADERS

� The County’s current system gives political parties and special interests -- with the 
power of their money and endorsements – more influence in the primary election, and 
leaves many voters out of the process. 

� Measure D returns power to the voters and ensures that County leaders are elected by 
the majority of their constituents.

MEASURE D INCREASES TRUST AND CONFIDENCE IN OUR ELECTION PROCESS
� Democracy functions best when the most voters participate, and that is in November. 

THAT’S WHY MEASURE D IS ENDORSED BY COMMUNITY LEADERS, ELECTION 
EXPERTS AND GOOD GOVERNMENT ADVOCATES.

www.moreSDvoters.org

Todd Gloria                Mel Katz
Assembly Member                           Business Leader

Pam Slater-Price                  Dr. Kyra Greene
San Diego County Supervisor, 1992-2013                 Director, Center on Policy Initiatives

Scott Barnett
President, San Diego Taxpayers Advocate

REBUTTAL TO ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF MEASURE D
No rebuttal to the argument in favor of Measure D was filed in the Registrar of Voter’s Office.
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ARGUMENT AGAINST MEASURE D

Protect Taxpayers and Streamline the Election System

An unbiased analysis by County Counsel presented to the Board of Supervisor on August 7, 2018 
found alarming problems with Measure D.

Measure D wastes critical tax dollars by requiring a second election even if a candidate decisively 
defeats multiple opponents. 

The analysis determined that Measure D would cost taxpayers up to $400,000 with each 
redundant second election.

A superior measure will be placed on the 2020 ballot that strikes a balance between expanding 
voter participation and safeguarding tax dollars. 

Voters have a chance to get this right in 2020.

Put Voters First, not Special Interests

Measure D was backed and financed by special interests that want to control County elections 
and erode the County’s strict fiscal policies.

Measure D failed to secure sufficient signatures to get on the ballot, so special interests went to 
their friends in Sacramento for hasty legislation to change the rules.

Special interests then went to a judge to bypass the election rules again and place Measure D on 
the 2018 ballot.

Voters should not stand for disingenuous scheming and unscrupulous tactics.

Measure D Illegally Prevents Write-in Candidates from Running

The unbiased analysis found that Measure D “would prohibit write-in candidates in contests with 
no more than two candidates…” and “…if passed, would likely not survive a legal challenge.”

In contrast, the 2020 ballot measure “would address the write-in issue by amending the Charter to 
allow write-in candidates in the general election…”

Rather than enhancing elections, Measure D prevents every voice from being heard at the ballot 
box.

Please join us in protecting taxpayers by voting NO on D!

Dianne Jacob           Bill Horn
Vice-Chairwoman           Supervisor, 5th District
San Diego County Board of Supervisors           San Diego County Board of Supervisors
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REBUTTAL TO ARGUMENT AGAINST MEASURE D

Long-time incumbents want to protect their interests, not the public interest.

The two opponents who signed the argument against Measure D have – combined – been on the 
Board of Supervisors for nearly 50 years.

They benefited from a system that gives them – as incumbents – a significant advantage in 
primary elections, when as little as 30% of voters participate.  Not surprisingly, they and the 
special interests who support them want to keep it that way, filing multiple lawsuits in an 
unsuccessful effort to deny residents an opportunity to vote on this important election reform.

Measure D aligns the County election system with local, state and federal systems.

Contrary to the deceptive claims made by opponents, Measure D establishes for County elections 
a top-two election process already used for Governor, Congress, state legislature and other state 
and federal elections and for local elections in the City of San Diego.  

This system has proven to be fair and ensures decisions about the most important elective offices 
will be made when the most voters participate – up to 80% of registered voters – in November 
general elections.

Opponents’ “unbiased analysis” was prepared under their direction by their attorneys.

There’s nothing independent or unbiased about the analysis referenced by opponents.  Actual 
results in the thousands of elections conducted with top-two runoff elections shows no significant 
increase in costs, but a huge increase in the number of voters participating.

Our nation’s founders believed that Democracy functions best when the most voters participate.  
Vote YES on Measure D – for Democracy.

www.moreSDvoters.org

Todd Gloria Mel Katz
Assembly Member                 Business Leader

Pam Slater-Price     Dr. Kyra Greene
San Diego County Supervisor, 1992-2013 Director, Center on Policy Initiatives

Scott Barnett
President, San Diego Taxpayers Advocate
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FULL TEXT OF MEASURE D

The People of the County of San Diego hereby enact the following:

SECTION 1. TITLE.

This charter amendment shall be known as the Full Voter Participation Act of 2018.

SECTION 2. FINDINGS AND DECLARATIONS

A. In the last 20 years, voter participation in primary elections has been significantly lower
than general elections. This has resulted in a situation where too few voters are 
choosing who will represent them in County elective office.

B. Democracy functions best when the most voters participate in the election process. 
High-stakes candidate elections in the County of San Diego should take place when the 
most citizens are likely to vote. This means that regular County elections should be 
decided in November when as many as 80 percent of voters cast ballots, rather than in 
June when as few as 20 percent of voters cast ballots.

C. The policy of electing County officials at primary and other low-turnout elections 
undermines full voter participation in County elections. There have been a number of 
recent primary elections in our County where candidates were elected when as few as 
20 percent of eligible voters cast ballots.

D. By requiring competitive candidate elections to occur at the general election, this 
measure will help ensure that County officials are elected when a much larger 
percentage of the electorate participates.

SECTION 3. PURPOSE AND INTENT.

In enacting this charter amendment, it is the purpose and intent of the people of the 
County of San Diego County to:

A. Ensure that regular elections for the offices of County Supervisor, District Attorney, 
Sheriff, Assessor-Recorder-County Clerk, Treasurer-Tax Collector and Members of the 
County Board of Education are decided at the general election.

B. Comply with state law which authorizes the County charter to be amended in this 
manner.

SECTION 4. CHARTER AMENDMENT

Section 400.5: For purposes of this Article, “elective office” means any of the following offices:

(1) County supervisor;
(2) District Attorney;
(3) Sheriff;
(4) Assessor, recorder, and county clerk;
(5) Treasurer and tax collector;
(6) Member of the County Board of Education.
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FULL TEXT OF MEASURE D (CONTINUED)

Section 401.3: A candidate who receives a majority of all votes in the primary election is elected. 
When no candidate is so elected, When there are more than two candidates that qualify to 
participate in the primary election for one elective office, including write-in candidates, the two 
candidates who receive the highest number of votes in the primary are the candidates in the 
general election, and the one who receives the higher number of votes in the general election is 
elected. In the event there are no more than two or fewer candidates who qualify to participate in 
the primary election for one elective office, including write-in candidates, the office shall be voted 
upon at the primary general election and not the primary election. Write-in candidates are 
permitted to participate in the primary election. in accordance with state general law. However, no 
write-in candidates are permitted to participate in the general election except in circumstances 
where there are two or fewer total candidates who qualify to participate in the primary election 
and one or both qualified candidates is a write-in candidate. When one or two write-in candidates 
qualify to participate in a primary election with two or fewer total candidates, the names of the 
write-in candidates who qualified to participate in the primary election shall be printed on the 
general election ballot in the same manner as non-write-in candidates who qualify for the general 
election. The County shall establish rules governing qualification and filing dates for write-in
candidates including, but not limited to, ensuring the deadline to qualify as a write-in candidate 
precedes the printing of ballots and does not otherwise interfere with the county’s administration 
of the election.

Section 401.4: In the event a vacancy occurs in the office of supervisor, the remaining members 
of the Board shall within thirty (30) days of the vacancy fill the vacancy either by appointment for 
the unexpired term, by appointment until the qualification of a successor elected at a special 
election or by calling a special election. If the remaining members of the Board fail to fill the 
vacancy within such thirty (30) day period, the remaining members of the Board shall immediately 
cause a special election to be held to fill such vacancy. A special election to fill a vacancy in the 
office of Supervisor shall consist of a special primary election and if necessary, a special general 
election. A special primary election shall be held in the Supervisorial district in which the vacancy 
occurred on a Tuesday, at least 56 days, but not more than 63 days, following the adoption of the 
resolution calling the special election, except that any such special primary election may be 
conducted within 180 days following the adoption of such resolution in order that the special 
primary election or special general election may be consolidated with the next regularly scheduled 
statewide election. Candidates at the special primary election shall be nominated in the manner 
set forth in the Elections Code for the nomination of candidates for a nonpartisan office for a 
direct primary election, except that nomination papers shall not be circulated prior to the adoption 
of the resolution calling the special election and shall be filed with the Registrar of Voters for 
examination not less than 43 days before the special primary election. If only one candidate
qualifies for the special primary election, that candidate shall be appointed to the vacancy by the 
remaining members of the Board for the unexpired term, shall serve exactly as if elected to such 
vacancy, and no special primary election or special general election to fill the vacancy shall be 
held. A candidate who receives a majority of all votes in the special primary election is elected to 
fill the vacancy for the unexpired term, and no special election shall be held. In the event there 
are no more than two candidates for a vacancy, the office shall be voted upon at the special 
primary election, and no special general election shall be held. When no candidate receives a 
majority of all votes in the special primary election, a special general election shall be held on the 
fourth Tuesday after the special primary election. The two candidates who received the highest 
number of 3 votes in the special primary election shall be the candidates in the special general 
election, and the one who receives the higher number of votes in the special general election is 
elected to fill the vacancy for the unexpired term. Write-in candidates are permitted to participate 
in the special primary election in accordance with the rules established by the county. state 
general law.
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FULL TEXT OF MEASURE D (CONTINUED)

However, no write-in candidates are permitted to participate in the special general election except 
as provided in Section 401.3. In a special election to fill a vacancy in the office of supervisor, the 
Board may authorize either the special primary election or the special general election, or both, to 
be conducted wholly by mail, provided that the special primary election or the special general 
election to be conducted by mail does not occur on the same date as the statewide election with 
which it has been consolidated. In no event may a special primary election or a special general 
election be conducted on the day after a state holiday.

Section 603.1: At the completion of the present incumbent’s term of office, each newly elected 
member of County Board of Education shall hold office for a four-year term beginning on the first 
Monday after January first following election, and continue to serve until the election and 
qualification of a successor. For all elections involving members of the County Board of Education 
under this Section 603.1 and Section 603.2, write-in candidates are permitted to participate in the 
primary election in accordance with the rules established by the county. state general law.
However, no write-in candidates are permitted to participate in the general election except as 
provided in Section 401.3.

SECTION 5. SEVERABILITY.

If any section, subdivision, paragraph, sentence, clause, phrase, or other portion of this 
local law is, for any reason, declared unconstitutional or invalid, in whole or in part, by any court of 
competent jurisdiction, such portion shall be deemed severable, and such unconstitutionality or  
invalidity shall not affect the validity of the remaining portions of this local law, which remaining 
portions shall continue in full force and effect.

SECTION 6. CONFLICTING MEASURES.

In the event that this measure and another measure that affects the manner of electing 
county officials appears on the same ballot, the provisions of the other measure shall be deemed 
to conflict with this measure. In the event that this measure receives a greater number of 
affirmative votes than a measure deemed to be in conflict with it, the provisions of this measure 
shall prevail in their entirety, and the other measure or measures shall be null and void.

                                         *    *    *    *   * 
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CITY OF SAN DIEGO

(This Measure will appear on the ballot in the following form.)

MEASURE E
MISSION VALLEY STADIUM - SOCCER CITY INITIATIVE: Shall the City lease Mission Valley 
stadium property and the San Diego Chargers practice facility on Murphy Canyon Road to a 
private party for 99 years, with an option to buy some stadium property, consistent with price, 
terms, and conditions described in the measure; and adopt a specific plan and agreement 
allowing development of stadium, river park, recreational, residential, office, hotel, retail, and 
other uses; and amend related land use laws? 

This measure requires approval of a simple majority (50% plus 1) of those voting on the measure.  

OFFICIAL TITLE AND SUMMARY
BALLOT TITLE

Soccer City Citizens’ Initiative

BALLOT SUMMARY
This citizens’ initiative measure provides for the leasing and privately funded 

redevelopment of property owned by the City of San Diego, including demolishing the existing 
Mission Valley stadium and building a new stadium. The plan covers approximately 233 acres of 
property, including the existing stadium, and 20 acres of the former San Diego Chargers practice 
facility on Murphy Canyon Road. 

If approved by voters, this measure would amend the San Diego Municipal Code to 
establish a process for the City to lease the properties for 99 years to an entity that is under 
consideration for or has been awarded a professional soccer league franchise for the San Diego 
area. If no such entity applies for a lease within one year of this measure’s effective date, the City 
may also accept applications from an entity with a collegiate football program or one that has 
been awarded the franchise for a professional sports league team in the San Diego market. 

This measure includes required terms for the lease. The Mayor may change the lease 
terms under certain circumstances. The Mayor would sign the lease, which does not require City 
Council approval or a public hearing. The lease would allow the lessee to purchase up to 79.9 
acres of the stadium property. 

The rent must be based on the value of the leasehold interest of the properties as of 
March 2, 2017. The measure requires the Mayor to determine that value, and identifies some of 
the factors the Mayor may consider. Total rent for the 99-year term must be at least $10,000.

If approved by voters, this measure would adopt a development agreement, change the 
City’s planning documents and land development regulations to exempt the development from 
existing regulations that conflict with this measure, provide new regulations, and create a specific 
development plan. The development plan allows various residential, commercial, and recreational 
uses. If the properties are leased, the City would not be responsible for the costs of demolishing 
the stadium or building a new stadium. The development plan does not guarantee that any 
specific development will occur or that it will occur in a specific order. 
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Potential uses of the stadium property include:

� a new stadium with up to 32,000 seats
� a 34-acre river park
� 12 acres of active use fields
� 9 acres of neighborhood parks 
� 2.4 million square feet of office space
� 740,000 square feet of retail space
� 4,800 multi-family residential units (including affordable housing and student-

focused housing)
� 450 hotel rooms
� a 16-acre stand-alone football stadium for a professional football franchise

Potential uses of the Murphy Canyon property include: 

� practice facilities
� full-sized soccer fields
� team operations
� media
� lodging for visiting teams

The maximum amount of development on the stadium property is limited by the 
number of projected daily traffic trips, which may be increased under specified circumstances. No 
public hearings are required for development applications that are consistent with the specific 
development plan. 

This measure may not be amended before 2033 without a vote of the people.
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CITY ATTORNEY’S IMPARTIAL ANALYSIS

This citizens’ initiative measure was placed on the ballot by the City Council after voter 
signatures qualified the initiative measure for the ballot. 

If approved by voters, this measure would control the development and use of the 
approximately 253-acre Mission Valley stadium property and former San Diego Chargers practice 
facility for at least 99 years. The development would be privately funded, including demolishing 
the current stadium and constructing a new stadium. Voter approval of this measure does not 
guarantee that any specific development would be built or that a professional soccer team would 
come to San Diego. 

Adoption of this measure does the following:

� Amends the San Diego Municipal Code to establish the process for leasing the 
properties, including: 

o defining who is eligible to lease the properties, 
o setting terms that must be included in the lease, and 
o granting the Mayor authority to approve the lease without City 

Council approval;
� Adopts a specific plan for development that allows various residential, commercial, 

and recreational uses to be built without public hearings for development 
applications that are consistent with the development plan, 

o public hearings may be required for certain other approvals; 
o the plan includes specific environmental mitigation measures; 

� Approves a development agreement granting the right to build the facilities 
included in the development plan; and

� Amends other existing land use regulations and plans to be consistent with the 
development plan. 

This measure does not guarantee development would happen in a certain order. A 
lease may create requirements addressing the order of development, if they do not conflict with 
other terms of the measure. The terms of a final lease will not be drafted until a lessee is selected 
after the election.

The lease would allow the lessee to purchase 79.9 acres of the stadium property, and 
to assign or sublease the property rights to other parties. A lessee could allow collegiate football 
programs to use a new stadium, and the development plan allows for university-related 
development. This measure does not require the lessee to allow these uses. 

Existing law allows the City to lease the properties, adopt a specific development plan, 
and enter into a development agreement following review under the California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA), a public hearing, and approval by the City Council. This measure would 
change existing law to allow the City to enter the lease, and adopt the development plan and 
development agreement, without completing all of those steps. This measure also requires the 
City to enter a lease with a defined private party under specific terms, if certain conditions are 
met.

Review under CEQA that would normally be required if the City approved the 
development is not legally required before voter approval of a citizens’ initiative measure.
Implementing this measure may involve future decisions requiring CEQA review. 

This measure may not be amended before 2033 without a vote of the people. Once a 
lease and development agreement are signed, the rights granted in those contracts may not be 
changed by a vote of the people. 
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FISCAL IMPACT ANALYSIS

This measure requires the City to execute a 99-year lease with a qualified lessee for the 
SDCCU Stadium site and Murphy Canyon Training Facility (properties) upon Mayoral 
approval if certain conditions are met. The measure also adopts a Specific Plan allowing for 
prescribed development of the properties. The lessee would be expected to demolish 
SDCCU Stadium and build an 18,000 to 32,000 seat sports stadium, and be allowed to 
develop 21 acres of parks and recreation fields, 2.4 million square feet of office space, 
740,000 square feet of retail space, 4,800 multi-family residential units, and 450 hotel rooms. 
The lessee would be required to provide up to $20 million for a 34-acre river park, to build 
the park if permitting and approvals are complete within 18 months of the measure’s 
adoption, and to maintain that park. 

This measure has direct and indirect fiscal impacts. However, those impacts cannot be 
precisely quantified as the measure requires future negotiations, and development of the 
properties is subject to many external factors. 

Direct fiscal impacts include the payment a lessee would make for a leasehold interest in the 
properties. This payment would be based on fair market value as of March 2017, but could 
be adjusted to account for stadium demolition costs, environmental requirements, and other 
factors. In June 2017, the properties’ appraised value was identified as $110 million. Precise 
payments are subject to future negotiation and currently unknown, but total payment cannot 
fall below $10,000. The lessee could also purchase up to 79.9 acres of the properties at fair 
market value. A portion of revenue would go to the City’s Public Utilities Department, which 
owns a portion of the properties.

Other potential direct impacts include City staff time and resources to permit and approve 
developments, remediate environmental contamination, and to build the river park if the 
lessee is required to only contribute $20 million but not actually build the park. Additional 
infrastructure upgrades may also be required surrounding the properties’ developments.
Indirect fiscal impacts include expenses and revenues from new economic activity 
associated with development of the properties. Research commissioned by Initiative 
proponents suggests full development of the properties could increase the properties’ 
assessed value by $3.6 billion, which could increase the City’s property tax receipts. Upon 
completion of full development, City expenditures to provide service to the properties could 
total $10 million annually.  Increased City tax and fee revenue from full development could 
total $14 million annually. Full development, however, is not mandatory, would take several 
years, and would depend on many factors outside the City’s control. Initiative proponents 
believe full development would take seven years, though actual construction could take 
longer. Delays in construction and occupancy of the properties could reduce City revenues 
and expenses.

Approval of this measure precludes the City from using the property for other purposes, 
soliciting proposals to redevelop the property, or otherwise marketing the property for sale or 
lease. There could also be an unquantifiable fiscal impact if a qualified lessee is not found.

The above statement is a fiscal impact analysis of Measure E. An 
excerpt of the text of this measure is included in this voter pamphlet.  
The full text of this measure is available online at 
www.sandiego.gov/city-clerk and in the City’s public libraries.  If you 
would like a copy of the full text of the measure to be mailed to you, 
please contact the Office of the City Clerk at 619-533-4000 or by e-
mail at cityclerk@sandiego.gov and a copy will be mailed at no cost 
to you.
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Vote Yes on Measure E - SoccerCity for ALL San Diegans

BEST FOR TAXPAYERS.  An independent study by the San Diego County Taxpayers 
Association demonstrated that Measure E is $208 million better than the alternative, Measure G.

BRINGS PROFESSIONAL SPORTS BACK TO SAN DIEGO.  A 100% privately funded plan to 
bring Major League Soccer to San Diego and build an exciting new stadium for professional 
soccer and SDSU football. A sports and entertainment district will include new restaurants, 
outdoor concerts, youth playing fields and more.

MEETS SDSU’S NEEDS.  Measure E’s local backers have committed to meet SDSU’s long-term 
expansion goals – including donating the stadium to SDSU, providing land for future academic 
facilities, and creating student and faculty housing – all without impacting student tuition or fees.

FASTEST.  Quickly replacing the existing stadium will eliminate millions of dollars of annual 
taxpayer subsidies.

ENVIRONMENTALLY FRIENDLY.  It is the only plan with detailed commitments for a privately 
funded River Park and that complies with the City’s Climate Action Plan.

BEST FOR OUR SCHOOLS.  An independent study concluded Measure E will contribute $16 
million per year in property taxes to K-12 schools.

BEST FOR MISSION VALLEY.  It is the only plan that includes $50 million of infrastructure 
improvements to fix traffic in Mission Valley and legally limits traffic increases.

PROTECTS TAXPAYERS.  Measure E is the only plan that guarantees taxpayers receive full 
market value for the land, $110 million based on the City’s independent appraisal for both the 
stadium and training facility.

GROWS THE ECONOMY.  It creates 26,000 new jobs and $2.8 billion in economic activity 
according to an independent study.

Measure E does all this with no cost to taxpayers.

Vote Yes on Measure E — New Stadium, New Parks, No Cost to Taxpayers

April Boling            Steven R. Altman
Taxpayer Advocate            Retired President and Vice Chairman

           Qualcomm

Landon Donovan            Scott Sherman
US Olympian and            San Diego City Councilmember
3 times World Cup Veteran

Michael R. Stone
        Chief Investment Officer,

                              The Rise Fund, Social Impact Fund
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ARGUMENT AGAINST MEASURE E

Measure E is a blank check for the hedge fund speculators who wrote it. 
� Gives private developers control of the stadium property for 99 years, a financial 

windfall worth tens of millions of dollars, at the expense of taxpayers. 
� Allows these developers to build what they want, when they want; prohibits public 

hearings or review by the City Council; and circumvents environmental review required 
of other major projects.

� Doesn’t require the actual development look anything like the plan they are currently 
promoting.

SoccerCity will create perpetual traffic gridlock in Mission Valley.
� The independent San Diego Association of Governments estimated SoccerCity will 

generate nearly 100,000 new vehicle trips per day in this already-congested area.
� Doesn’t provide necessary funds to improve area roads and reduce the impacts of this 

massive traffic influx.
� Exempt from requirements to mitigate traffic impacts, as required of other 

developments.  Taxpayers could be left holding the bag.

Promoters of Measure E can’t be trusted.
� Measure E was developed behind closed doors -- no public input.  It was designed to 

maximize profits for private developers, not the public.
� According to the City Attorney, Measure E doesn’t guarantee a professional soccer 

franchise, a soccer stadium or the promised river park.   The San Diego River Park 
Foundation opposes Measure E.

� Promoters claim their plan accommodates SDSU’s expansion needs, but SDSU says 
that’s not true.  The City Attorney confirmed Measure E gives no rights to SDSU.

� Promoters claim Measure E’s deficiencies can be solved by signing a supplementary 
agreement with the Mayor, but the City Attorney said such supplementary agreements 
cannot be enforced.

NO on Measure E:  Empty Promises, Extreme Traffic

www.NoOnSoccerCity.com

Theresa Quiroz, Former Member Jack Shaeffer, President
San Diego Planning Commission                             San Diego Police Officers Association

Barbara Bry, President Pro Tem Paul Robinson, Chairman
San Diego City Council The Lincoln Club of San Diego County

Michael Beck, San Diego Director
Endangered Habitats League

N SD 400-052



PR-09L0-E7

TEXT OF MEASURE E

NOTICE OF INTENT TO CIRCULATE PETITION

Notice is hereby given by the person whose name appears hereon of her intention to circulate a 
petition within the City of San Diego for the purpose of proposing, to the voters of San Diego: (1) 
amendments to the City's General Plan, Zoning Code, Mission Valley Planned District Ordinance, 
and Mission Valley Community Plan; (2) enactment of new Municipal Code Chapter 6, Article 1, 
Division 28 regarding "Existing Stadium Site and Auxiliary Property Ground Lease"; (3) enactment 
of the San Diego River Park, Soccer City and Qualcomm Stadium Redevelopment Specific Plan; 
and (4) adoption of the San Diego River Park and Soccer City Development Agreement.

THE SAN DIEGO RIVER PARK AND SOCCER CITY INITIATIVE

Be it ordained by the People of the City of San Diego:

SECTION 1.  Title.

This initiative measure (“Initiative”) shall be known and may be cited as the “San Diego River Park 
and Soccer City Initiative.”

SECTION 2.  Findings, Purpose, and Intent.

A.  Findings.  The People of the City of San Diego find and declare the following:

1. The People of the City of San Diego (the “City”) desire to provide a feasible and fiscally 
and environmentally responsible path for the development of the existing stadium site 
located at 9449 Friars Road (the “Existing Stadium Site”) for the purposes of providing 
a river park, transit-oriented mixed-use development, and a professional sports or joint-
use professional soccer/San Diego State University (“SDSU”) football stadium, with the 
option for a stand-alone professional football franchise stadium.

2. The cost of maintaining the existing stadium and surrounding lands is very expensive, as 
is the demolition or dismantling of the existing stadium.  In addition, the City has certain 
lease commitments relating to the existing stadium that exist until approximately 2018.  
The City is faced with major deferred maintenance and annual operating costs to maintain 
the existing stadium as well as large unfunded costs for its demolition and removal;

3. The People of the City of San Diego desire to exercise our reserved power of initiative 
under the California Constitution and the San Diego Municipal Code for the City to 
establish the San Diego River Park, Soccer City, and Qualcomm Stadium 
Redevelopment Specific Plan (“Specific Plan”), which shall provide for the orderly 
redevelopment of the Existing Stadium Site and other property formerly used for 
professional football, as well as property adjacent to the Existing Stadium Site 
(“Existing-Adjacent Property”) (collectively, “Property”) in a manner that provides 
significant public benefits for the San Diego community;  

4. In addition, the People of the City of San Diego desire to exercise our reserved power 
of initiative under the California Constitution and the San Diego Municipal Code for the 
City to adopt the Development Agreement Concerning the San Diego River Park and 
Soccer City Development in Mission Valley, San Diego (“San Diego River Park and 
Soccer City Development Agreement”), which shall provide for a feasible and fiscally 
and environmentally responsible path for development of the Property 

5. The Specific Plan provides for transit-oriented mixed-use development on the Property, 
including a 34-acre river park, 12 acres of active use playing fields, 9 acres of 
neighborhood parks, a sports stadium, approximately 2.4 million square feet of office 
space, 740,000 square feet of retail space, 4,800 multi-family homes, 450 hotel rooms, 
and an option for a stand-alone football stadium for a professional football franchise, all 
with a pedestrian link to the existing Metropolitan Transit System (“MTS”) Green Line 
transit center;
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6. Development is designed to create a San Diego River park consistent with past 
governmental planning efforts which would unify the City’s urban setting with the 
natural environment.  An interconnected system of parks linked by open space, multi-
use pathways, and green corridors are planned for the Existing Stadium Site to reflect 
the San Diego River pattern as it weaves its way to the ocean;

7. The proposed development on the Existing Stadium Site will provide economic 
opportunities, including creating construction and permanent jobs in the Mission Valley 
area and the City, generating new business for local hotels and restaurants through the 
creation of a sports and entertainment tourism destination, and encouraging the 
creation of new businesses in the City and the surrounding area;

8. The People of the City of San Diego further desire that the athletic training facility 
located at 4020 Murphy Canyon Road (“Murphy Canyon Training Facility Site”), which 
has historically been used by the City to support and enhance uses on the Existing 
Stadium Site, now be used to support a potential professional soccer team’s operations 
on the Existing Stadium Site, including practice facilities, team operations, media, and 
lodging for visiting teams;  

9. If a professional soccer team franchise cannot be located on the Existing Stadium Site, 
the People of the City of San Diego desire that additional professional sports teams 
also be given the opportunity to obtain leases under the specialized lease standards 
provided for in this Initiative; 

10. All of the Property must be utilized in support of the comprehensive plan of 
development set forth in the Specific Plan, and specialized standards must be applied 
to ensure that the Property is not developed in a piecemeal fashion inconsistent with 
the Specific Plan through varying or conflicting lease standards.  In order for the 
Specific Plan to be successful, this Initiative provides a process whereby the City may 
maintain control over all or a portion of the Property to ensure that none of the land can 
be used for purposes that conflict with the Specific Plan; 

11. The People of the City of San Diego desire to utilize the Property in furtherance of San 
Diego’s sporting culture and in a way that offers redevelopment opportunities for City-
owned lands previously utilized for professional football;

12. The Existing Stadium Site, although used as a sports and event venue and parking 
facilities, is currently subject to potential flooding and must be carefully designed, 
regraded, and reconfigured to address this concern;

13. The development of the Existing Stadium Site under this Specific Plan would allow the 
City to continue its comprehensive plan of environmental restoration of the Existing 
Stadium Site based on its existing agreements with adjacent responsible parties.  
Environmental restoration under these agreements pursuant to a plan developed by the 
City is essential to allow the Existing Stadium Site to be developed consistent with the 
General Plan City of Villages strategy, create jobs and housing opportunities, minimize 
taxpayer obligations and restore contaminated City-owned property to provide for an 
economic, recreational, and planning benefit to the City and its citizens;

14. The development of the Existing Stadium Site under the Specific Plan would allow for 
the daily and efficient use of the existing underutilized MTS Green Line transit station, 
located in the center of the City’s regional transit network.  Development at an 
appropriate density near transit stations is essential to accomplish the City’s 
greenhouse gas reduction goals;
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15. In light of the significant costs and risks associated with developing the Property, 
including the costs and risks associated with floodplain improvements and the 
demolition and removal of the existing stadium, and the substantial up-front private 
investment required to construct and operate a new stadium on the Property, the 
People of the City of San Diego desire to establish standards and requirements for the 
leasing and potential sale of the Property to a qualified lessee or purchaser, all with no 
payment of taxpayer dollars, and requirements for the development of the Property by 
entering into a development agreement that will specify the obligations of the ultimate 
developer of the Property;

16. As provided for in this Initiative, current fair market value will be paid for the lease and 
option rights with respect to the purchase of the Property;

17. The People of the City of San Diego desire that the Property shall revert back to the 
City if the professional sports stadium is not constructed or sufficient financial 
guarantees are not provided to the City, within the time specified in this Initiative; 

18. In order for the stadium construction to be undertaken in a financially sound manner 
that provides long-term economic benefits to the City and its residents, and protects 
taxpayers, this Initiative establishes guidelines and minimum requirements for the 
development, construction, operation, maintenance, management, and financing of the 
sports stadium, including but not limited to:  1) the City shall not pay for any stadium 
project construction costs or stadium project cost overruns; 2) the City shall not pay for 
any stadium project operating costs, maintenance, or capital improvement expenses; 3) 
the City shall be reimbursed for reasonable costs incurred by the City in providing 
game/event day public safety and traffic management related to stadium events; and 4) 
a developer shall pay the development fees specified in the Specific Plan to the City;

19. The design and development restrictions and environmental mitigation measures set 
forth in the Specific Plan are intended to address the potential environmental impacts 
associated with the construction, operation, maintenance, management, and financing 
of the development of the Property;

20. The People of the City of San Diego find that the development of the Property will 
provide important public recreational uses, and that the private uses of the Property 
further the City’s goals and policies of transit-oriented, mixed use development that 
implements the City of Villages Strategy and the City’s greenhouse gas reduction 
goals; and

21. Implementation of this Initiative will protect the public health, safety, and welfare, and 
enhance the quality of life for the People of the City of San Diego.

B. Purpose and Intent.  The People of the City of San Diego further find and declare that 
our purpose and intent in enacting this Initiative is to:

1. (a) Adopt the San Diego River Park, Soccer City, and Qualcomm Stadium 
Redevelopment Specific Plan and San Diego River Park and Soccer City Development 
Agreement; (b) establish an objective set of legislative standards and a specified 
process for the lease and sale option of the Property to implement and enforce the
Specific Plan; (c) make conforming amendments to the General Plan, San Diego 
Municipal Code, Mission Valley Planned District Ordinance, and to the Mission Valley 
and Kearny Mesa Community Plans; and (d) authorize the City, pursuant to an 
established set of guiding legislative policies and minimum requirements, to take any 
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and all actions to permit and implement the development, construction, operation, 
maintenance, management, and private financing of the proposed stadium and mixed-
use development project.

2. Take all actions described in subsection (1) regardless of whether any provision of the 
Initiative is found to be invalid. 

SECTION 3. City of San Diego General Plan Amendments.

A. Land Use and Community Planning Element Amendments.

The Land Use and Community Planning Element of the General Plan of the City of San Diego is 
hereby amended as follows (new language to be inserted into the General Plan is shown as 
underlined text, language to be deleted is shown in strikethrough text, text in regular or bold type 
reflects the existing General Plan text and is provided for informational/reference purposes):

Figure LU-2, General Plan Land Use and Street System, on page LU-15, is amended to 
designate the Existing Stadium Site and the Existing-Adjacent Property from “Commercial 
Employment, Retail, & Services” to “Multiple Use,” and the Murphy Canyon Training Facility Site 
from “Industrial Employment” to “Commercial Employment, Retail, & Services,” as depicted on 
page A-3 of Exhibit A.

B. Mobility Element Amendments.

The Mobility Element of the General Plan of the City of San Diego is hereby amended as follows 
(new language to be inserted into the General Plan is shown as underlined text, language to be 
deleted is shown in strikethrough text, text in regular or bold type reflects the existing General 
Plan text and is provided for informational/reference purposes):

Figure ME-1, Transit Land Use Connections, on page ME-4, is amended to re-designate the 
Existing Stadium Site and the Existing-Adjacent Property from “Commercial Employment, Retail, 
& Services” to “Multiple Use,” and the Murphy Canyon Training Facility Site from “Single Family 
Residential and Other Uses” to “Commercial,” as depicted on page A-7 of Exhibit A.

C. Economic Prosperity Element Amendments.

The Economic Prosperity Element of the General Plan of the City of San Diego is hereby 
amended as follows (new language to be inserted into the General Plan is shown as underlined 
text, language to be deleted is shown in strikethrough text, text in regular or bold type reflects the 
existing General Plan text and is provided for informational/reference purposes):

Figure EP-1, Kearny Mesa Industrial and Prime Industrial Land, is amended to remove the “Other 
Industrial Land” designation on the Murphy Canyon Training Facility Site, as depicted on page A-
11 of Exhibit A.
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D. Recreation Element Amendments.

The Recreation Element of the General Plan of the City of San Diego is hereby amended as 
follows (new language to be inserted into the General Plan is shown as underlined text, language 
to be deleted is shown in strikethrough text, text in regular or bold type reflects the existing 
General Plan text and is provided for informational/reference purposes):

Figure RE-1, Community Plan Designated Open Space and Parks Map, on page RE-4, is 
amended to remove the “Community Park” designation on the eastern side of the Existing 
Stadium Site, as depicted on page A-15 of Exhibit A.

E. Official Zoning Map of the City of San Diego Amendments.

Grid 23 of the Official Zoning Map of the City of San Diego, a copy of which is attached for 
informational purposes only at page B-2 of Exhibit B hereto, is amended to change the zoning of 
the Murphy Canyon Training Facility Site (Assessor’s Parcel Numbers (“APNs”) 421-391-01, 421-
391-02, 421-392-01, 421-392-02, 421-392-03, and 421-392-04), the Existing Stadium Site (APNs 
433-250-16, 433-250-19, 433-250-13, and 433-250-14), and the Existing-Adjacent Property 
(portions of APNs 433-240-19 and 433-240-23), as set forth on page B-3 of Exhibit B hereto. By 
adopting the San Diego River Park, Soccer City, and Qualcomm Stadium Redevelopment 
Specific Plan CC-1-3 zoning for the Murphy Canyon Training Facility Site, the voters intend to 
rescind, and do hereby rescind, the existing IL (industrial) zoning for the Murphy Canyon Training 
Facility Site, and to replace that zoning with the San Diego River Park, Soccer City, and 
Qualcomm Stadium Redevelopment Specific Plan CC-1-3 zoning.  By adopting the Mission 
Valley Planned District-Mission Valley-Multi-Use/Specific Plan (“MVPD-MV-M/SP”) zoning for the 
Existing Stadium Site, the voters intend to rescind, and do hereby rescind, the existing Mission 
Valley Planned District-Mission Valley-Commercial Visitor (“MVPD-MV-CV”) zoning for the 
Existing Stadium Site, and to replace that zoning with the San Diego River Park, Soccer City, and 
Qualcomm Stadium Redevelopment Specific Plan MVPD-MV-M/SP zoning.

Grid 19 of the Official Zoning Map of the City of San Diego, a copy of which is attached for 
informational purposes only at page B-5 of Exhibit B hereto, is amended to change the zoning of 
the Existing Stadium Site from MVPD-MV-CV to MVPD-MV-M/SP, as set forth on page B-6 of 
Exhibit B hereto.  

SECTION 4.  Amendments to Mission Valley Community Plan.

The Mission Valley Community Plan is hereby amended as follows (new language to be inserted 
into the Mission Valley Community Plan is shown as underlined text, language to be deleted is 
shown in strikethrough text, text in regular or bold type reflects the existing Community Plan text 
and is provided for informational/reference purposes):

Mission Valley Community Plan Amendments table on page ii is amended to include a reference 
to the Specific Plan, as depicted on page C-4 of Exhibit C.

Planned Elements Section, Land Use Residential at page 39 is amended as follows:

The Plan (Concept 5) projects a planning area horizon year residential capacity of 15,159 
dwelling units or 24,558 residents based upon the 1984 occupancy ratio of 1.62 residents per 
dwelling unit.  Current population density and development intensity are provided for in each 
Specific Plan.
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Planned Elements Section, Land Use Development Guidelines at page 42 is amended as follows:

Residential development should be in the form of generally self-contained areas.  The 
following proposals are intended to achieve this concept:

3. Employ the Planned Development Permit (PDP) approach to residential and/or 
commercial development to encourage a mix of housing types and densities, 
integration of commercial uses, and flexibility in site arrangement.  Residential use will 
be allowed to occur without the use of PDP permit as specified by a Specific Plan or up 
to a maximum density of 14 dwelling units to the acre.  However, higher densities of up 
to 73 dwelling units may be obtained through the Planned Development approach.  
This approach will ensure residents that higher density development will provide open 
space and recreational facilities

…

13. Permit medium- to medium-high density residential developments (up to 73 units 
per acre) in conjunction with commercial facilities, through the utilization of PRD/PCD 
permits, or as specified by a Specific Plan.

Figure 4, Existing Zoning at page 44 is amended to include the Specific Plan zoning on the 
Existing Stadium Site and Existing-Adjacent Property, as depicted on page C-5 of Exhibit C.

Figure 5, Land Use at page 45 is amended to change the Existing Stadium Site and Existing-
Adjacent Property zoning designation from “Commercial Recreation” and “Visitor Commercial” to 
“Multi-use,” as depicted on page C-9 of Exhibit C.

Planned Elements Section, Land Use Re-Use Development Proposals at page 56 is amended as 
follows:

             2. Environmental Problems

� Environmentally sensitive issues should be addressed in each precise 
development plan or Specific Plan.  These should include but not be limited to 
the following:  air quality; flood hazards; high quality habitats and adjacent open 
space systems; hillside preservation and conservation; carrying capacity of the 
local street system and the impact of Jack Murphy San Diego Stadium.

Figure 10, Specific Plan/Multiple Use Areas at page 66 is amended to include the San Diego 
River Park, Soccer City, and Qualcomm Stadium Redevelopment Specific Plan, as depicted on 
page C-12 of Exhibit C.

Planned Elements Section, Transportation Development Guidelines at page 78 is amended to 
include the following footnote:

DEVELOPMENT GUIDELINES2

Regional Highways

� Complete SR-52 and SR-125 to provide an alternate route from East San Diego 
County to North San Diego County, and from Southeast San Diego County to 
Downtown San Diego (relieving SR-94), and to points north (relieving I-8).
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…

2 Specific Plans should provide their own circulation guidelines.

Figure 20, Consolidated Parking Areas at page 97 is amended to remove the Existing Stadium 
Site as a potential consolidated parking area, as depicted on page C-14 of Exhibit C.

Plan Elements Section, Open Space Development Guidelines at page 121 is amended as 
follows: 

� Design of the wetland buffer and habitat adjacent to the river shall be consistent with 
the Land Development Code, Section 142.0101, Environmentally Sensitive Lands and 
the Design Guidelines of the San Diego River Park Master Plan, or as addressed by a 
Specific Plan.

� The San Diego River Pathway for pedestrians and bicyclists should be included as 
part of the design for all development along the river.  The San Diego River 
Pathway location and design to be in accordance with the Mission Valley Planned 
District Ordinance and be consistent with the meet the San Diego River Park 
Master Plan Design Guidelines.

� All new structures built adjacent to the River should be design to be in accordance 
with the Mission Valley Planned District Ordinance and be consistent with the 
meet the San Diego River Park Master Plan Design Guidelines, or as otherwise 
regulated by a Specific Plan.

Plan Elements Section, Development Intensity at page 138 is amended as follows:

The purpose of this element is to establish guidelines for intensity of development in 
Mission Valley.  The basis for regulating the intensity of development is the finite traffic 
capacity on the projected circulation system (freeways and surface streets).  This 
capacity was determined by a series of traffic forecast studies which established the 
maximum feasible vehicular capacity for every freeway, street, intersection and 
interchange in Mission Valley.

The San Diego River Park, Soccer City, and Qualcomm Stadium Redevelopment 
Specific Plan is exempt from this section of the Community Plan.  The San Diego River 
Park, Soccer City, and Qualcomm Stadium Redevelopment Specific Plan includes a 
traffic impact study and ADT caps which regulates development within the San Diego 
River Park, Soccer City, and Qualcomm Stadium Redevelopment Specific Plan Area.

The proposed development intensities are the levels at which the future acceptable 
amount of building square footage or number of dwelling units will be determined for 
any given parcel.  A given number of trips are assigned to each increment of floor area 
for each land use.  This formula is applied to the various uses listed in the Mission 
Valley Vehicle Generation Rates by Land Use Table (Table 3).
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Plan Elements Section, Community Facilities at page 153 is amended as follows:

PUBLIC FACILITIES
San Diego Jack Murphy Stadium

Although San Diego Jack Murphy Stadium may be categorized as a commercial-
recreational use, it is worthy of separate discussion as a public facility because of its 
function, uniqueness, size and impact on the Mission Valley.

The stadium was constructed in 1967 on its 158-acre site at a cost of $27,500,000.  It 
currently (1984) has a seating capacity of about 60,000.  Parking is available for 
approximately 17,000 private vehicles and 300 buses.  The recent expansion (1984) of 
the stadium’s seating capacity and any future expansion of the seating capacity will 
require, at the very minimum, an increased emphasis on the use of buses and a de-
emphasis on private automobiles in order to reduce problems of traffic congestion and 
poor air quality.  Any expansion or addition of commercial activities other than those 
related to normal stadium events, must comply with the development intensity limitations
described in the traffic forecast and the Development Intensity Element of this plan.

An economic feasibility study is being conducted by the City of San Diego Property 
Department to determine how City-owned property (the stadium as well as other 
properties located between Stadium Way and I-15) might be developed or redeveloped in 
the future.  For purposes of this Plan, all publicly-owned properties must be retained for 
the needed community facilities, until it can be shown that these properties are no longer 
required.  In the event there is a surplus of publicly-owned land after all of the needed 
community facilities have been provided, the findings and recommendations of this study 
should be considered, provided they comply with the goals of this Plan and the 
development intensity and land uses proposed for this area.

Plan Elements Section, Community Facilities Development Guidelines at page 155 is amended 
as follows:

� Before publicly-owned land is used for non-public activity, it should be reviewed 
and determined to be not necessary for public use, or such non-public activity 
otherwise determined to be in furtherance of the City’s goals and policies.

Plan Elements Section, Conservation Noise at page 159 is amended as follows:

The freeways crossing and extending the length of the Valley contribute significantly to 
the noise levels there.  Events held in San Diego Jack Murphy Stadium also contribute to 
noise levels in the eastern section of the community.  Currently, only stadium concerts 
and firework displays have noise related regulations unless otherwise authorized pursuant 
to a Specific Plan or permit.  Each of these events may not exceed a 95 decibel average 
(measured at the - press level) and must end at a prescribed time unless otherwise 
authorized by a Specific Plan or permit. Average noise levels (hourly) for sporting events 
(football games and motorcycle racing) have been measured at between 93 and 95 
decibels.  The noise generated by I-15 between Friars Road and I-8 is 76 decibels at 50 
feet from the center of the outside lane, based on a daily traffic count of 57,800. Future 
modification to the stadium should take into consideration additional noise abatement 
measures. The recent seating expansion project which partially enclosed the 
southeastern portion should provide some noise attenuation of stadium events.
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Plan Elements Section, Urban Design Landmarks at page 185 is amended as follows:

C.  LANDMARKS

Community landmarks such as the Presidio (Serra Museum), Mission San Diego de 
Alcala, San Diego Jack Murphy Stadium and the Jack Schrade Bridge (I-805) establish 
areas that require special design considerations. These landmarks provide a community 
identity and, as such, they should remain highly visible.

Plan Elements Section, Urban Design, Design Guidelines for Landmarks at page 186 is amended 
as follows:

� Development near the Jack Schrade Bridge should use the bridge to frame 
the project, perhaps even incorporating some of its form into the design of 
new buildings.

� Development surrounding the San Diego stadium should maintain view 
corridors and landscaped areas to enhance the views into this major civic 
and architectural landmark.

� The gateways, or entrances into the community are another type of 
landmark. Being crisscrossed by regional freeways, Mission Valley has many 
of them. Each should provide a clear view into, as well as through the 
community.  New development located at these entrances will also become 
community landmarks, and should be designed with that thought in mind.

Implementation, Transportation Improvements Phasing at page 207 is amended as follows:

Equivalent Dwelling Units (EDU) have been selected to translate different type of 
development into a common denominator.  The EDU factor for each type of land use in 
Mission Valley is listed in Appendix A.  In order to monitor the EDU’s in Mission Valley, 
the Valley was divided into twelve sectors, basically along the San Diego River and the 
north-south freeways (see Figure A-1, Appendix Section).  These sectors were grouped 
together according to which street or ramp improvements will be required because of 
development in those areas (Table A-2 and Figure A-2, Appendix Section).  Table A-2
indicates the maximum amount of EDU’s that can be developed within a group of sectors 
before certain street improvements are necessary. These EDU totals exclude any 
projects that are underway or have approved tentative or final maps or are within the 
San Diego River Park, Soccer City, and Qualcomm Stadium Redevelopment Specific 
Plan.  If a new project replaces an existing land use, only the difference in EDU’s 
between the new and old use should be counted in monitoring total EDU’s.  Notice that 
some of the groups have several levels of development that require different road 
improvements.

Implementation, Legislative Implementation at pages 207-208 is amended as follows:

Zoning legislation in the form of a Development Intensity District ordinance will be 
formulated which will regulate the intensity of new development and redevelopment by 
establishing relationships with traffic generation factors.  Such zoning legislation may 
also be formulated through a Specific Plan applicable to a designated area rather than 
zoning legislation.

Transfer of Development Rights legislation will be formulated and implemented as part of 
the Development Intensity District legislation program or by a Specific Plan.
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SECTION 5.  Amendment to the Kearny Mesa Community Plan.

The Kearny Mesa Community Plan is hereby amended as follows (new language to be inserted 
into the Kearny Mesa Community Plan is shown as underlined text, language to be deleted is 
shown in strikethrough text, text in regular or bold type reflects the existing Community Plan text 
and is provided for informational/reference purposes):

Figure 4, Recommended Land Use at page 10 is amended to rezone the Murphy Canyon 
Training Facility to General Commercial, as depicted on page D-3 of Exhibit D.

Provisions for Hotel/Motel Development on page 39 are amended as follows:

Hotel/Motel Facilities will require a Planned Commercial Development (PCD) permit to 
implement the design recommendations of this Plan and ensure compatibility with the 
development regulations of the Montgomery Field Master Plan and the Airport Land Use 
Compatibility Plans for Montgomery Field and MCAS Miramar, except those areas located 
within the San Diego River Park, Soccer City, and Qualcomm Stadium Redevelopment 
Specific Plan Area, which shall allow Hotel development by right.  If the property is 
industrially zoned, a rezone to an appropriate commercial zone will be necessary.

Figure 8, Recommended Commercial Land Use on page 40 is amended to designate the Murphy 
Canyon Training Facility Site as General Commercial, as depicted on page D-5 of Exhibit D.

Figure 29, Proposed General Plan Land Use Designations on page 110 is amended to designate 
the Murphy Canyon Training Facility Site as General Commercial, as depicted on page D-7 of 
Exhibit D.

SECTION 6.  Amendment to the Mission Valley Planned District Ordinance.

The Zoning Map of the Mission Valley Planned District Ordinance, a copy of which is attached for 
informational purposes only at page E-2 of Exhibit E hereto, is amended to change the zoning of 
the Existing Stadium Site and the Existing-Adjacent Property, as set forth on page E-3 of Exhibit 
E hereto.  By adopting the MVCP-MV-M/SP zoning for the Existing Stadium Site and the Existing-
Adjacent Property, the voters intend to rescind, and do hereby rescind, the existing zoning for the 
Existing Stadium Site and the Existing-Adjacent Property, and to replace that zoning with the San 
Diego River Park, Soccer City, and Qualcomm Stadium Redevelopment Specific Plan for MVCP-
MV-M/SP zoning.

The Mission Valley Planned District Ordinance is hereby amended as follows (new language to 
be inserted into the Mission Valley Planned District Ordinance is shown as underlined text,
language to be deleted is shown in strikethrough text, text in regular or bold type reflects the 
existing Ordinance text and is provided for informational/reference purposes):

Article 14, Division 1, section 1514.0103(b) is amended as follows:

(b) Exemptions
(1) Projects submitted pursuant to Council adopted specific plans 

are exempt from the Mission Valley Planned District Ordinance 
when the submittal is found to be in substantial conformance 
with the approved specific plan (see Section 1514.0202).
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(2) Notwithstanding any other provision to the contrary, the City 
Manager may waive the permit requirements for an activity 
regulated under the Mission Valley Planned District Ordinance 
when it is determined that the proposed activity is necessary to 
avoid or abate a hazardous or other unsafe condition.

(3) Public projects that have approved permits to conduct 
maintenance work in the Special Flood Hazard Areas are 
exempt from the requirements of the River Park Subdistrict.

(4) The San Diego River Park, Soccer City, and Qualcomm 
Stadium Redevelopment Specific Plan Area shall be exempt 
from the Mission Valley Planned District Ordinance.

SECTION 7.  Amendment to the San Diego Municipal Code. 

The San Diego Municipal Code is hereby amended to add Division 28 to Article 1, Chapter 6 as 
follows (new language to be inserted into the San Diego Municipal Code is shown as underlined 
text, language to be deleted is shown in strikethrough text, text in regular or bold type reflects the 
existing Municipal Code text and is provided for informational/reference purposes): 

Article 1:  Public Improvement and Assessment Proceedings

Division 28:  Existing Stadium Site and Auxiliary Property Ground Lease

§ 61.2801          Purposes

§§2801

The following are the purposes of this Division.

(a) This Division is intended to further the City’s goal of providing a feasible and 
fiscally and environmentally responsible path for the redevelopment of the 
Existing Stadium Site and the Murphy Canyon Leased Property, including 
construction of a Joint Use Stadium, practice fields, ancillary development, and 
supporting transit-oriented development without any expenditure or subsidy 
from the City.  To attract private investment on these properties that would 
finance and construct all of the planned development solely at private expense 
as set forth in the Specific Plan, this Division is intended to provide a clear 
objective set of requirements applicable to potential lessees or purchasers of 
the Existing Stadium Site and the Murphy Canyon Leased Property, which has 
historically been used by the City to support the uses on the Existing Stadium 
Site.  Furthermore, this Division is intended to provide a swift, accurate, and 
centralized process for the City to review, consider, approve, or reject any 
application for a Lease of the Existing Stadium Site and the Murphy Canyon 
Leased Property, so that potential lessees can obtain a decision on their 
application in a predictable period of time.
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(b) The Existing Stadium Site and the Murphy Canyon Leased Property have 
unique constraints, challenges, and costs associated with future rehabilitation, 
reconstruction, and reuse which make them unlike other City-owned properties 
in other areas of the City.  Among these constraints are the desire by the City 
to:  (a) provide an option for the return of a professional football franchise; (b) 
accommodate a San Diego State University (“SDSU”) college football program; 
(c) provide public community park uses; (d) provide for the cleanup of the 
Existing Stadium Site using any applicable settlement agreements that the City 
has reached with adjacent landowners; (e) address flood control issues 
involving a majority of the Existing Stadium Site; (f) provide for the demolition of 
the antiquated Existing Stadium; and (g) provide attractive legislative standards 
for a Lease that may be issued by the City to attract a new award of a 
professional major league soccer franchise for San Diego.  These constraints, 
challenges, and costs require the City to approach potential Lease applications 
with unique and objective standards to ensure that the City maximizes the 
number of potential applications from prospective lessees and the City does not 
enter into agreements that address these challenges in a piecemeal or 
incomplete manner.  

(c) This Division is also necessary to ensure that all of the environmental 
considerations and mitigation measures intended to avoid or lessen any 
potential environmental impacts contained in the Specific Plan are fully and 
accurately reflected in the standards for any Lease of the Property, without the 
necessity for the City to repeat the analysis already contained in the Specific 
Plan, or the possibility that conflicting environmental measures would be 
contained in any Lease that would conflict with the adopted Specific Plan.

(d) At the time of adoption of this Division, the City faces difficulty in attracting and 
retaining major league sports teams due in part to existing complex, uncertain, 
and lengthy approval processes for land use decisions and leasing decisions.  
The Existing Stadium Site has a history of several unsuccessful reuse and 
redevelopment proposals. This Division, combined with the Specific Plan, is 
intended to provide a detailed set of legislative standards and procedures that 
are available for the consideration of Lease applications for a potential site for 
such uses.  It is also necessary for the City to reduce uncertainty and delay in 
determining the potential legislative standards that may be applied by City 
decision makers in reviewing Lease applications, and that may be provided by 
the City to prospective developers, lessees, or purchasers to incentivize private 
risk capital to pursue acquiring new franchises for major league sports teams, 
and to provide an appropriate site for collegiate football and football bowl 
games.  Providing objective detailed requirements for Lease applications will 
also establish an open, public, and transparent process to allow any party to 
submit an application meeting a fixed set of standards.  These standards are 
intended to replace and supersede, with respect to the leasing of the Property,
any existing legislative standards, procedures, and policies that the City has 
previously adopted for the leasing of City property. 

Furthermore, this Division is intended to provide detailed legislative provisions 
for the objective requirements that must be contained in any Lease agreement 
to protect the City from any expenditures or risks associated with the leasing of 
the Existing Stadium Site and the Murphy Canyon Leased Property, and ensure 
that all of the environmental mitigation measures and planning requirements of 
the Specific Plan are met by any potential lessee or purchaser. This Division
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provides fixed standards and objective measurements that shall be applied to 
the proposed approval or rejection of an application for any Lease within the 
Specific Plan area, so that the City’s decision-making in considering such 
application shall be free of personal subjective judgment and allow for a 
ministerial decision to be made based on objective standards.  

The legislative standards set forth in this Division are intended to ensure that 
any Lease approved by the Mayor will contain provisions that protect the City’s 
interest and ability to obtain the expected Lease benefits, and ensure that the 
lessee, sublessees, and potential purchasers of property under any Lease 
Option are each required to comply with the standards for development 
contained in the Specific Plan.  Such legislative standards include the remedies 
for default that must be contained in any Lease.  These legislative standards 
are also intended to ensure that any Lease provides for commercially 
reasonable requirements for additional commercial and residential development 
in compliance with the Specific Plan, which facilitates the lessee’s ability to 
generate sufficient funds to pay for its performance of any Lease obligations to
the City.  

A key policy for the development of the Property is to assure that no public 
subsidy or expenditure is required for development.  These requirements for 
potential Leases of the Property have been established by this Division so that 
the City will not provide subsidies, or be required to make new expenditures, 
under the standards of any Lease which the City may subsequently approve 
under this Division. 

§ 61.2802 Definitions

Each word that is defined in this Division appears in the text of this Division in italicized 
letters. Terms defined in the remainder of the Initiative but not defined in this Division 
have the meaning given to them in the other portions of the Initiative.  For the purpose of 
this Division, the following definitions shall apply:

Development means the development allowed and contemplated in the Specific Plan.

Execution Date shall refer to the date that any Lease approved under this Division has 
been executed, both by all required officers of the City and by the Qualified Lessee.

Existing-Adjacent Property means the three (3)-acre parcel located immediately north of 
Friars Road from the Existing Stadium Site, as described more particularly and depicted in 
the Specific Plan.

Existing Stadium shall refer to the stadium building located on the Existing Stadium Site
as of the Initiative Effective Date.

Existing Stadium Site means the property located at or near 9449 Friars Road, San 
Diego, California 92108, as described more particularly and depicted in the Specific Plan,
including the Existing-Adjacent Property.

Football Property means a sixteen (16) acre portion of the Existing Stadium Site, the 
location of which shall be selected by the Qualified Lessee.

Football Qualified Entity means a professional football team to be located in San Diego.
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Initiative means the “San Diego River Park and Soccer City Initiative” adopted on the 
Initiative Effective Date.

Initiative Effective Date means the date that the Initiative has become effective.

Initiative Notice Date means the date the Notice of Intent is filed to circulate the Initiative.

Joint Use Stadium means a highest level or premier men’s or women’s outdoor 
professional soccer league stadium or other outdoor professional sports stadium, which 
may under certain circumstances be a joint use facility with collegiate football, as 
described in the Specific Plan.

Lease means any lease entered into between a Qualified Lessee and the City in 
accordance with this Division.  

Murphy Canyon Training Facility Site means the property located at or near 4020 Murphy 
Canyon Road, San Diego, California 92123, as described more particularly and depicted 
in the Specific Plan.  

Murphy Canyon Leased Property means the up to twenty (20) acre portion of the Murphy 
Canyon Training Facility Site that the Qualified Lessee leases pursuant to any Lease.  
The location and size of the Murphy Canyon Leased Property shall be determined by the 
Qualified Lessee (but in no event shall exceed twenty (20) acres).

Option means the Qualified Lessee’s option, as provided under any Lease, to purchase 
up to 79.9 acres of land on the Existing Stadium Site for Joint Use Stadium uses or for the 
development of a highest level or premier professional league soccer or other 
professional sports stadium or other uses allowed under the Specific Plan.

Property is comprised of the Murphy Canyon Leased Property, Existing-Adjacent 
Property, and the Existing Stadium Site.

Professional Soccer League means a highest level or premier men’s or women’s 
professional outdoor soccer league that exists with an active schedule of games among 
the franchises, which has generated an aggregate ticket sales during league-qualifying 
play in the United States of at least $100 million during the five-year period prior to the 
Initiative Effective Date.

Professional Sports League means a highest level or premier professional sports league 
such as football, basketball, soccer, or other sport.

Qualified Lessee means an entity that meets the following requirements: the entity shall 
be an interested prospective ownership group for the San Diego market (a) who has 
submitted an application for a franchise to be located in San Diego from a Professional 
Soccer League as part of any such league’s expansion process, and (b) for whom the 
governing body of a Professional Soccer League has confirmed that such entity is under 
active consideration by any such league for an award of a franchise for San Diego as of 
the Initiative Effective Date.  In the alternative, a Qualified Lessee may also be any entity 
that has been awarded a Professional Soccer League franchise to be located in the San 
Diego market.  A Qualified Lessee may also be any entity that owns or controls an entity
that meets the definition of Qualified Lessee described in the preceding sentences of this 
definition.
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Reverter Date means seven (7) years from the Execution Date.

Reverter Right means the right of the City to cancel any Lease under this Division and 
take further actions to regain occupancy or ownership of the Property if the Qualified 
Lessee fails to complete the construction of the Joint Use Stadium on the Existing 
Stadium Site by the date which is seven (7) years from the Execution Date, subject to, 
and as further defined within, the provisions of this Division.

River Park means approximately thirty-four (34) acres of open space land at the southern 
portion of the Existing Stadium Site that a Qualified Lessee shall set aside for a San 
Diego River park/community park, subject to the conditions of this Division.

SDSU means San Diego State University, a public, State of California university.

Specific Plan means the San Diego River Park, Soccer City, and Qualcomm Stadium 
Redevelopment Specific Plan. 

Stadium Land means the portion of the Existing Stadium Site on which the Joint Use 
Stadium will be constructed.

Term means the period between any Lease’s commencement on the Execution Date and 
its expiration, on the ninety-ninth anniversary of the Execution Date, unless any Lease is 
terminated prior to that date.

§ 61.2803 Required standards for ground Leases for stadium and ancillary 
development approved under this Division

Legislative standards for any Lease of the Property that may be reviewed and approved 
by the Mayor based on any application submitted to the Mayor under this Division have 
been set forth in this Division to provide a public, organized, and reliable process for 
applicants to submit Lease applications under these standards.  This Division also 
provides legislative standards so that the public may determine whether such applications 
meet these Lease standard requirements prior to the execution of any Lease.

The legislative standards and requirements listed in this Division for review, approval and 
execution of Lease applications and Leases shall be applicable only to applications made 
to the City pursuant to this Division for the Property.  Any Lease of the Property approved 
by the Mayor under the procedure set forth in this Division shall meet all of the provisions 
of this Division.

(a) Qualified Lessee.

(1) Any Lease shall provide that the lessee must be a Qualified Lessee to 
assure that the Property is developed in a manner that will increase 
the opportunity for a new professional sports team to locate in San 
Diego using the resources, unique location, and characteristics of the 
Property.

(b) Lease Term

(1) The Term of any Lease shall be 99 years to provide a Qualified Lessee
with sufficient time to develop and finance the allowed improvements 
on the Property, and to allow the City to enjoy the continued benefits of 
the completed development under the Specific Plan.  No Lease shall 
contain any renewal options. 
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(c) Applicable Requirements for Lease and Redevelopment of Existing Property

(1) The Mayor shall ensure that any Lease includes both the Existing 
Stadium Site and the Murphy Canyon Leased Property on a combined 
basis to assure a unified approach in addressing all of the issues and 
constraints for the overall Property.  The location and size of the 
Murphy Canyon Leased Property shall be specified by the applicant for 
a Lease in any Lease application, but in no event shall the Murphy 
Canyon Leased Property exceed twenty (20) acres.

(2) Any Lease must provide for a comprehensive multi-use development 
that provides for: (a) the redevelopment of the Property; and (b) the 
construction, operation, and support of a Joint Use Stadium and other 
uses allowed under the Specific Plan, all to support the goals of the 
Specific Plan for the comprehensive re-use of the Property.  No Lease 
may be approved which fails to provide for each of these requirements.

(3) Any Lease shall require the Qualified Lessee to construct the Joint Use 
Stadium to meet the City’s goal of attracting and retaining professional 
sports teams without a public subsidy.  

(4) Any Lease shall provide the Qualified Lessee the right to the exclusive 
use of the Property, except for the continued temporary use of the 
Existing Stadium as described in this Division to protect the City’s 
existing leases and agreements for use of the Existing Stadium.

(5) Any Lease shall require that the Qualified Lessee design, construct, 
and pay for improvements along the street frontages along the 
perimeter of and within the Property, including but not limited to curbs, 
gutters, sidewalks, street trees, and street lighting to then-current City 
standards to provide for adequate access to development and parks or 
recreational uses on the Property, as set forth in the Specific Plan.  
This requirement shall ensure that all such improvements meet City 
standards without any City expenditure, and the opportunity, without 
any obligation, for the City to accept such improvements as public 
streets and sidewalks.  

(6) To meet the City’s important goal of providing additional land that can 
be used for local and regional park purposes in the Existing Stadium 
Site’s unique location adjacent to the San Diego River, any Lease shall 
require that the Qualified Lessee set aside approximately thirty-four 
(34) acres of open space land at the southern portion of the Existing 
Stadium Site for the River Park.  Any Lease shall also require that the 
Qualified Lessee or an association of private property owners, lessees, 
or sublessees established or organized by the Qualified Lessee shall 
manage (subject to the City’s ongoing review), and pay for the ongoing 
maintenance of the River Park, so that the City shall not be required to 
make expenditures to maintain such land provided for public park 
purposes.  Any Lease shall require that the River Park be open for 
public recreational uses during daylight hours or scheduled public 
events, in accordance with the Specific Plan.

N SD 400-068



PR-09L0-E23

TEXT OF MEASURE E (CONTINUED)

(7) To address the need to obtain necessary permits that the City as 
owner of the Property requires from other government agencies for the 
construction and modification of land to be used for River Park
purposes in an expeditious manner without an expenditure by the City, 
any Lease approved shall meet the following requirements:

(A) The Lease shall require the Qualified Lessee, and the City 
as owner of the Property, to both diligently pursue any state 
and federal permits necessary to construct the River Park,
subject to any applicable restrictive use agreement with the 
United States.

(B) Such pursuit by the City shall not require any expenditure by 
the City, and the Qualified Lessee shall advance any funds 
reasonably required by the City to perform such pursuit.  
Qualified Lessee shall submit applications for any required 
permits within 120 days of the Execution Date.

(C) If such permits are obtained within eighteen (18) months of 
the Execution Date, then the Qualified Lessee or Qualified 
Lessee's designee shall construct the River Park as 
contemplated in the Specific Plan, provided, however, that 
Qualified Lessee shall not be required to expend more than 
$40,000,000 (subject to reduction pursuant to Section 
61.2804 below) for the permitting, grading, and construction 
of such River Park.

(D) If such permits are not obtained within eighteen (18) months 
of the Execution Date, then the Qualified Lessee shall, at the
City’s option, deposit the funding for the River Park with the 
City, in an amount no greater than $40,000,000 (subject to 
reduction pursuant to Section 61.2804 below), and shall 
retain the River Park area as open space until such time as 
construction of the River Park may commence.

(E) The City may, in its sole discretion, elect to utilize such funds 
at any time after such funds are deposited to construct the 
River Park on the Existing Stadium Site.

(F) If the City elects to construct the River Park, the City shall 
enter into an appropriate agreement with the Qualified 
Lessee to provide for appropriate access and indemnity to 
allow for the City’s construction without disturbing other 
development on the Existing Stadium Site.  

(8) To ensure that the additional parks specified in the Specific Plan are 
constructed without expenditure or subsidy by the City, any Lease 
shall also require the construction of approximately twelve (12) acres 
of active use fields and neighborhood parks that will be maintained and 
operated through a joint agreement with the City and the Qualified 
Lessee, or a Qualified Lessee’s assignee or designee.  
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(9) To ensure that no City funds are required to be expended for 
maintenance of the Property, any Lease shall require the Qualified 
Lessee to maintain, or cause others to maintain, the Property, with the 
exception of the Existing Stadium during the City’s temporary usage 
period, any infrastructure or equipment installed by the City or third 
parties pursuant to the existing third party settlement agreements that 
the City may have for cleanup of contamination on the Property, and 
any City-owned or operated utilities.  To also accomplish the legislative 
policy of ensuring that the City shall not be obligated to expend funds for 
maintenance, any Lease shall also require the Qualified Lessee to 
maintain all streets and utilities on the Property, unless the City in is 
sole discretion has accepted them for dedication or ownership.    

(10) Any Lease shall require the Qualified Lessee to pay prevailing wages 
for construction of the Joint Use Stadium to further the City’s policy goal 
of having major sports facilities built with the payment of prevailing 
wage.

(11) To implement the City’s policy goal of providing affordable housing, any 
Lease shall require the Qualified Lessee to construct and provide for: (i) 
the greater of ten (10) percent of dwelling units on the Existing Stadium 
Site or eighty (80) dwelling units as affordable to and occupied by 
“targeted rental households” (as used in San Diego Municipal Code 
Chapter 14, Article 2, Division 13); or (ii) equivalent for-sale affordable 
residential units.  To further this goal of providing affordable housing, 
the Qualified Lessee under any Lease shall take all other steps 
necessary to satisfy San Diego Municipal Code Chapter 14, Article 2, 
Division 13, including consenting to the recordation of any required 
Declaration of Covenants, Conditions, and Restrictions. This
requirement shall apply from and after the tenth anniversary of the 
effective date of any Lease.

(12) Any Lease shall require the payment of development and building 
permit fees in compliance with the Specific Plan.

(13) Any Lease shall require the Qualified Lessee to provide a pedestrian 
connection to the existing light rail transit center at the southern portion 
of the Existing Stadium Site, as described in the Specific Plan.

(14) Any Lease shall require the Qualified Lessee to provide accommodation 
for a potential future alignment of the proposed “Purple Line” trolley in 
the eastern portion of the Existing Stadium Site, as described in the 
Specific Plan.

(15) Any Lease shall provide that the City shall at all times retain ownership 
of the land underneath designated access routes and private streets 
located within the Property as they are established under the Specific 
Plan.  The costs of constructing any street and utilities on the Property
to serve the Property shall be paid solely by the Qualified Lessee, and 
all improvements shall be inspected by the City to ensure that they meet 
City standards.  Qualified Lessee shall pay for its share of off-site 
improvements as provided in the Specific Plan.  The Qualified Lessee
shall construct any private streets on the Existing Stadium Site in
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accordance with City standards.  The City may, in its sole discretion, 
accept for dedication or dedicate the designated access routes and 
private streets constructed by the Qualified Lessee on the Existing 
Stadium Site as public streets.  

(16) Any Lease shall provide that the Qualified Lessee shall pay the City the 
amounts specified in the Specific Plan for the specified off-site planned 
street and interchange improvements as provided in the Specific Plan,
should the City decide, in its sole discretion, to construct the 
improvements. 

(17) To further the City’s policy of having the option in the future to accept 
access routes and streets as public facilities, any Lease shall include 
the following requirement.  If, during the Term of any Lease, the 
Qualified Lessee owns any portion of the Property that lies within an 
access route or street planned and constructed by Qualified Lessee, the 
Qualified Lessee shall provide an offer of dedication upon the City’s 
request for the designated access route and potential streets to be 
constructed within such portion of the Property under the provisions of 
the Specific Plan.  If accepted by the City, the Qualified Lessee shall 
convey the public right-of-way to the City through the recordation of an 
offer of dedication.  

(18) The development permitted by any Lease may not violate any state or 
federal regulatory requirements.  Should any portion of the development 
permitted by any Lease require the approval of any state or federal
agency, the parties to any Lease shall cooperate in good faith to obtain 
such approvals, provided that any pursuit by the City shall not require 
any expenditure by the City, and the Qualified Lessee shall advance 
any funds reasonably required by the City to perform such pursuit.  The 
Qualified Lessee may at any time proceed with those portions of the 
Development permitted by any Lease which do not require such 
approvals.

(19) Any Lease shall entitle the Qualified Lessee to occupy the Property.  
This requirement is intended to ensure that the Qualified Lessee has the 
ability to obtain financing for its improvements, and to grant subleases 
for the Property as otherwise provided in this Division.

(20) Notwithstanding any other provision of this Division, any Lease shall 
specify that the Joint Use Stadium shall be privately owned and no City 
funds shall be utilized, nor shall City bonds be issued, for its 
construction and operation.  It is also a requirement that under any 
Lease approved pursuant to this Division, the City shall not use any 
public funds to pay for any:  

(A) Joint Use Stadium construction costs; 

(B) Joint Use Stadium cost overruns; or 

(C) Joint Use Stadium operating costs, maintenance or capital 
improvement expenses.  
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(21) Any Lease shall not obligate the City to expend municipal funds and 
shall provide that if an expenditure of funds is required by the City to 
perform any other obligation that is not otherwise reimbursable to the 
City from a third party under existing agreements with such third parties 
for redevelopment or cleanup of the Property, the City shall instead give 
notice to the Qualified Lessee of the requirement for such funds, and 
shall request that the Qualified Lessee provide an advance for such 
funds to prevent the expenditure by the City.  If the Qualified Lessee
fails to advance such funds within ninety (90) days of written notice from 
the City, the City shall be relieved of the obligation to perform such 
obligation under any Lease approved under this Division.

(22) To prevent any potential for subsidy of operation of the Joint Use 
Stadium, any Lease approved under this Division shall require that the 
City be reimbursed for reasonable costs incurred by the City in providing 
game/event-day public safety and traffic management related to Joint 
Use Stadium events.  At the City’s option, the reimbursement may be 
provided by means of the advancement of a reasonable payment to 
cover the City’s anticipated costs prior to the City’s obligation to pay 
such costs.

(23) To protect the City from liability and from claims from third parties based 
on a Lease of the Property, any Lease shall provide that the agreement 
between the Qualified Lessee and the City does not create a joint 
venture or partnership, and that there are no third party beneficiaries to 
the Lease.

(24) Subject to the City’s discretion under state law to modify or vacate 
easements, any Lease shall provide that the Qualified Lessee and the 
City may cooperate to modify or vacate easements on the Property 
(other than easements of the City of San Diego or any utility department 
of the City of San Diego for which the City retains its full regulatory 
discretion), so that development may proceed on the Property.

(25) To assist in financing of the Joint Use Stadium and further the legislative 
purpose of attracting a new professional sports team to San Diego, any 
Lease shall require that the City execute such additional documents and 
provide such additional interests in the Existing Stadium Site as may be 
requested by the Qualified Lessee to facilitate the sale of personal seat 
licenses to attendees of professional or collegiate sporting events or 
other events by the Qualified Lessee, so long as the Mayor determines 
that such actions by the City do not require the expenditure of City funds 
and do not subject the City to any additional liability.

(26) If requested by the Qualified Lessee, the Mayor may, but is not 
obligated to, depart from any legislative standard and requirements for 
potential Leases set forth in this Division in order to satisfy the 
requirements of an applicable professional sports league or otherwise 
facilitate the development of the Property in accordance with the 
Specific Plan, provided that the Mayor determines that such 
modifications shall not prevent the City from receiving fair market value 
for any Lease pursuant to this Division or require any expenditure by the 
City. No such modification shall delete, modify, or add to the 
environmental mitigation measures, standards, and requirements 
contained in the Specific Plan.
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(d) Option for Professional Football and SDSU Football Uses

(1) Any Lease shall require the Qualified Lessee to reserve the sixteen (16) 
acre Football Property, the location of which shall be selected by the 
Qualified Lessee. This reservation shall support the City’s goal of 
attracting a new professional football team to San Diego.  This 
reservation must be accompanied by specific terms and conditions 
which protect the interests of the City, the prospective Football Qualified 
Entity and the Qualified Lessee.  Therefore, any Lease shall contain the 
following requirements to balance these interests.  

(A) The Qualified Lessee shall (i) offer to sublease the Football 
Property to a Football Qualified Entity on terms acceptable to 
the Qualified Lessee or (ii) if the Qualified Lessee and the 
Football Qualified Entity fail to agree on such terms, subject to 
the Qualified Lessee’s receipt of the value of the termination of 
any Lease with respect to the Football Property, the Qualified 
Lessee shall offer to terminate any Lease with respect to the 
Football Property concurrently with the sale or lease of the 
Football Property by the City to such Football Qualified Entity.  

(B) Any option to sublease, lease or purchase the Football 
Property shall terminate after the date that is five (5) years after 
the Initiative Effective Date.  

(C) If the option expires without exercise, the Qualified Lessee
shall have no further obligation to reserve the sixteen (16) acre 
portion, or any other obligations under this subdivision.

(2) It shall be a requirement of any Lease that any sale described in clause 
(d)(1) above shall be subject to a public vote.  Such public vote shall 
constitute any public vote required by the City Charter, if applicable.  
This shall ensure the City’s requirement that there be no sale of City 
property of eighty (80) acres or more at any time during the term of any 
Lease or otherwise, without a public vote of approval.  The City may 
schedule such a vote at any time, including prior to the exercise of the 
option for the Football Property.

(3) It shall be a requirement of any Lease that to utilize the Football 
Property, (a) the Football Qualified Entity must have received all 
necessary permits and approvals to construct a stadium and all other 
improvements intended to be constructed by such Football Qualified 
Entity and locate a professional football team in San Diego, (b) to the 
extent SDSU collegiate football games have not been accommodated in 
the Joint Use Stadium, the City must determine that the professional 
football franchise has made an appropriate effort to accommodate
SDSU collegiate football games in the proposed stadium, and (c) the 
Football Qualified Entity’s development and operation of the Football 
Property shall not materially and unreasonably interfere with Qualified 
Lessee’s use of the Existing Stadium Site.  
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(4) It shall be a requirement of any Lease that if the Football Qualified
Entity has obtained ownership or a sublease of the Football
Property, then it shall use the Football Property only for the 
construction and operation of a football stadium and ancillary uses, 
such as parking.  To further this requirement and to prevent the 
land from being used for purposes which conflict with the City’s 
goals for the Property, any Lease (and any sublease or deed to the 
Football Qualified Entity) shall provide that if the land is used for 
any other purpose, the Football Property shall, at the election of 
the Qualified Lessee, revert to the Qualified Lessee (or to the City 
if the Qualified Lessee’s Lease has terminated), either by 
termination of the sublease, or by reversion if the land is purchased 
(in which case, at the election of the Qualified Lessee, any Lease 
shall be deemed restored with respect to the Football Property).  

(5) The City must establish in advance the objective economic 
standards and requirements that will be applied by the City to any 
submitted application for the potential use of the Property for a 
professional football team, in addition to the other uses provided
for under the Specific Plan. Such specific standards must be 
established to attract a potential professional football team and to 
prevent any subsidy or expenditure by the City in connection with 
such use.  Any Lease shall not leave such economic standards at 
the discretion of the lessee of the Property.  In order to provide an 
objective, clear, and fixed method for the determination of the costs 
of using the Property for the potential return of a professional 
football team, any Lease shall set forth the exact standards for 
determining the costs of a sublease or purchase of the site for such 
football uses. To implement these legislative goals, the following 
specific requirements must be included in any Lease approved by 
the Mayor under this Division:

(A) Any Lease shall specify that (i) the Football Property’s
sublease rent or (ii) the value of the termination of any 
Lease with respect to the Football Property, as 
applicable, shall be the fair market rental or termination 
value, as determined by an independent panel of three 
appraisers, paid for by the Football Qualified Entity,
taking into account the value of the Property’s finished 
condition, any improvements constructed on the Football 
Property, pro rata obligations for the construction of 
streets and rights of way, and the development potential 
for alternative uses of the site set forth in the Specific 
Plan; provided, however, in no event shall such fair 
market rental or termination value be less than the 
aggregate amount expended by the Qualified Lessee to 
improve the Football Property.

(B) The Qualified Lessee and the Football Qualified Entity
shall each appoint one appraiser, and such appraisers 
shall appoint a neutral third appraiser.  Upon the 
consummation of any such sublease or termination of 
any Lease with respect to the Football Property as part 
of a purchase by the Football Qualified Entity, an amount 
equal to such fair market rental or termination value, 
together with all costs and expenses of the Qualified
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Lessee in connection with any such transaction, shall be 
paid by the Football Qualified Entity to the Qualified 
Lessee.

(e) Continued Operation and Orderly Demolition and Removal of the Existing
Stadium

(1) The City faces a large unfunded cost for the continued 
maintenance and operation of the Existing Stadium.  The City also 
faces a large unfunded cost for demolition of the Existing Stadium.
The location of the Existing Stadium in the center of the Existing 
Stadium Site makes any future rehabilitation, grading, and flood 
control improvements of the Existing Stadium Site extremely 
difficult and costly.  An additional consideration is that the City has 
existing leases and agreements for use of the Existing Stadium
that continue until approximately 2018.  The City intends to 
address these costs and considerations through a comprehensive 
plan of redevelopment set forth in the Specific Plan, and orderly 
demolition and removal of the Existing Stadium to allow such 
redevelopment to occur. At the same time, the City desires to 
accomplish these goals without subsidy or expenditure by the City.  
Correspondingly, the City intends to assure that all of these 
requirements are set forth in an objective manner through 
legislation, along with requirements that prevent any obligations 
placed on any Qualified Lessee from rendering development of the 
Property economically infeasible, burdensome or unattractive to 
potential lessees.

(2) In addition to the other reasons set forth in this Division, the City 
must remain an owner of all or a portion of the Property or a 
beneficiary of the covenant(s) imposed upon any sale, in order to 
maintain control of the Property for the duration of any Lease to 
assure that the City plans for continued operation and orderly 
demolition and removal of the Existing Stadium are effectuated.  
The limited Option provided in this Division also contains 
provisions which assure the implementation of the Specific Plan.  
Premature sale or disposition of the Property would threaten these 
goals and requirements.  As a result, these standards and 
requirements must be met by any Lease entered into by the City 
pursuant to this Division.

(3) Any Lease shall require that the City shall retain all responsibility 
for the operation and maintenance of the Existing Stadium until the 
Qualified Lessee is required to demolish the Existing Stadium 
under any Lease, subject to reasonable standards and conditions.  
Such responsibility shall be provided for in any Lease pursuant to 
this Division in compliance with the following standards:

(A) During the City’s continued operation and maintenance 
of the Existing Stadium until the demolition of the 
Existing Stadium, the City shall not:
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(1) Except for any Lease with the Qualified 
Lessee, enter into any new leases or 
agreements or modifications of existing leases 
or arrangements with respect to the Existing 
Stadium that: (i) extend beyond the later of 
December 31, 2020, or thirty (30) days 
following substantial completion of the Joint 
Use Stadium; or (ii) otherwise adversely affect 
the Qualified Lessee’s rights under any Lease:

(2) Materially interfere with the use of the Property
by the Qualified Lessee, or materially increase 
Qualified Lessee’s costs in connection with the 
development of the Property; or 

(3) Allow the creation of any new liens or other 
encumbrances affecting the Existing Stadium
or the Property, except as otherwise permitted 
by this subsection (A).

(B) The City shall continue to retain its existing responsibility 
for costs or damage caused or associated with ongoing 
operations related to the Existing Stadium prior to the 
demolition of the Existing Stadium, and the burden of 
such costs shall not be shifted from the City to the 
Qualified Lessee under the standards of any Lease.

(C) Any Lease shall not preclude the City from honoring all 
existing leases and agreements entered into by the City 
with third parties that exist prior to the Lease Execution 
Date, and any Lease shall ensure that the City shall be 
able to continue to honor such existing agreements. 

(4) Any Lease shall require that during the City’s continued control of 
the Existing Stadium prior to the date of the demolition of the 
Existing Stadium, the City and its lessees shall have the right to 
access sufficient parking to accommodate such uses, as may be 
determined by the Mayor based upon prior agreements or 
objective parking standards.

(5) Any Lease shall require that college football games may continue 
pursuant to existing leases until the expiration or earlier termination 
of such existing leases.  

(6)    Any Lease shall provide that the Qualified Lessee may request 
reasonable modifications to the City’s use of the Existing Stadium
in an effort to minimize the impact on the Qualified Lessee and the 
Property, and the City may proceed with any reasonable 
modifications that are so proposed if the Mayor determines that 
such modification would not have a material adverse financial cost 
for the City.
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(7) Any Lease shall contain the following requirements regarding 
demolition of the Existing Stadium to protect the City from any 
subsidy or expenditure, and to provide reasonable economic 
standards to allow the Qualified Lessee to carry out this obligation.  
The Qualified Lessee shall conduct and pay for the orderly 
demolition of the Existing Stadium from the Property after the 
expiration of the existing leases for the Existing Stadium and the 
Qualified Lessee’s receipt of all permits and approvals required to 
demolish the Existing Stadium.  The City shall promptly notify the 
Qualified Lessee upon the expiration of the existing leases for the 
Existing Stadium.  No demolition shall occur until all agreements 
and leases, entered into by the City prior to the execution of any 
Lease, requiring the continued operation of the Existing Stadium,
have expired or been terminated by the City.

(f) Price

(1) Any Qualified Lessee shall be required under any Lease to pay 
what the Mayor determines to be the fair market value for a 
leasehold interest of the Property (including specified conditional 
options for future purchase), as of the Initiative Notice Date, as 
described in this subsection (f).

(2) The Mayor shall determine the fair market value of a leasehold 
interest created by a 99-year lease of the Property, including 
specified conditional options for future purchase of 79.9 acres of 
the Property (with option exercise and other lease terms similar to 
those provided in this Division for any Lease), with a date of value 
that is the date of Initiative Notice Date.  This determination of fair 
market value is intended to be based on a value of the Property
that does not consider any later effect on value caused by the 
adoption of the new zoning and other development standards 
included in the Specific Plan, which only apply to the Property after 
the adoption of the Initiative. The Mayor may use such financial 
and cost factors as the Mayor deems appropriate in the Mayor’s 
discretion to make the determination of the fair market value of a 
leasehold interest that meets the requirements of this Division.  In 
determining the appropriate factors to use, the Mayor may consider 
the following factors: 

(A) An independent appraisal or appraisals of the fair market 
value of the Property which considers the physical 
condition of the Property as of the Initiative Notice Date
together with the zoning for the Property and other 
permits and approvals for development, as of the 
Initiative Notice Date with respect to the Property.  Any 
appraisal submitted by an applicant for a Lease shall be 
made available to the public upon submittal to the City.

(B) Any appraisal shall consider the physical condition of the 
Property as of the Initiative Notice Date which may 
include:
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(1) The existing contamination of the Property, as
well as the value and obligations of any 
agreement made by the City for remediation of 
such contamination to a prospective lessee; 

(2) The potential for flooding of the Property and its 
classification on Federal Emergency 
Management Agency flooding maps;

(3) Biological habitat and any agreements made by 
the City regarding the preservation of habitat on 
the Property; and/or

(4) The presence of the Existing Stadium and the 
future value or costs related to its potential to 
generate leases under current leases or other 
continued use, and potential costs of 
preservation, rehabilitation or demolition of such 
stadium related to any consideration of potential 
future development.

(C) A Lease benefit and burden adjustment, if any, based 
upon the present discounted value of future benefits and 
additional obligations placed upon the lessee for any 
Lease by the Initiative that may affect the fair market 
value of the leasehold interest, but only to the extent that 
such costs were not already considered in the 
determination of fair market value of the Property as of 
the Initiative Notice Date as described above, to adjust 
for:

(1) The costs of demolition and removal of the 
Existing Stadium;

(2) The economic impact on the any lessee of 
providing for a reversion right similar to the 
Reverter Right required for any Qualified Lessee;

(3) The economic burden of the requirements in any 
lease for the involvement of potential third parties 
on the Property, such as SDSU or a Football 
Qualified Entity such as is required by this 
Division for any Qualified Lessee;

(4) The economic benefit of an option, such as the 
Option provided for under this Division; and/or

(5) Other extraordinary costs or benefits of the terms 
of a lease meeting the legislative standards of 
this Division that impose costs or burdens and 
provide for benefits that go beyond the costs 
normally required for development or 
redevelopment of the Property, or benefits 
normally provided by any such lease.

N SD 400-078



PR-09L0-E33

TEXT OF MEASURE E (CONTINUED)

(3) If the Mayor determines that the fair market value of any Lease 
(inclusive of any Option) is a negative number, any Lease rent 
price shall nonetheless be ten thousand dollars ($10,000.00). In 
addition, one thousand dollars ($1,000.00) shall be paid as 
separate, nonrefundable consideration for any Option described in 
this Division.

(4) Any proceeds received by the City under any Lease from the 
Qualified Lessee, any sublessee, and any purchaser of any portion 
of the Property shall be allocated by the Mayor between all 
applicable City funds, including, without limitation, the City’s 
General Fund and the City’s Water Utilities Fund or funds for public 
improvements, in compliance with all City Charter provisions, 
ordinances, resolutions, and policies.  In addition, the Mayor or the 
City Council may also provide for the transfer of funds between 
various City funds and accounts as may be required based upon 
the City’s past expenditures to purchase portions of the Property,
the City’s past operation of the Property, and the City’s execution 
of any Lease.

(5) Payment of the rent for the Term of the Lease shall be due as a 
single, lump-sum amount within thirty (30) days of the Execution 
Date of any Lease.  

(g)            Option to Purchase

(1) Any Lease shall provide the Qualified Lessee with the option to 
purchase up to 79.9 acres of land on the Existing Stadium Site for 
Joint Use Stadium uses or for development of a highest level or 
premier professional soccer or other professional sports stadium or 
other uses allowed under the Specific Plan (the “Option”). The 
Option may be exercised multiple times with respect to portions of 
the Existing Stadium Site; provided, that the Qualified Lessee shall 
not exercise the Option with respect to more than an aggregate of 
79.9 acres of the Existing Stadium Site.  The property subject to 
the Option may consist of one or more parcels of noncontiguous 
land, to be selected by the Qualified Lessee from time to time as 
specified in this Division.  The portion of the Property that is the 
subject of an exercise of the Option shall be the “Option Land.”

(2) Qualified Lessee may not exercise any Option until the Reverter 
Right has expired.

(3) Any Lease shall provide that the Qualified Lessee may exercise its 
rights to exercise an Option from time to time by providing a formal 
letter of intent to exercise such Option to purchase Option Land.
Each such notice shall clearly define the Option Land intended for 
purchase.  
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(4)         Any Lease shall provide that the exercise fee for each exercise of 
the Option shall be an amount equal to $1,000, plus additional
consideration in an amount equal to: (i) the difference in fair market 
value between the land purchased in fee title as of the option 
exercise date; and (ii) the fair market value of the leasehold 
interest in the land under the remaining years of the 99 year lease 
at the time of any option exercise. The exercise fee and 
reasonable transaction costs of the City shall be paid at the time 
that title to such portion of the Property is transferred pursuant to 
the Option.  

(5) Any Lease shall provide that once the sale is consummated, any 
Lease shall cease to apply to the Option Land (other than with 
respect to environmental obligations that expressly survive the 
termination of any Lease) and the Qualified Lessee shall be 
relieved of all obligations with respect to the Option Land, with the 
exception of the recorded covenant described in this Division, and 
provided that any outstanding Lease obligations related to the 
construction of improvements on the Option Land shall continue to 
be the responsibility of the Qualified Lessee after such purchase. 

(6) Prior to the sale of any Option Land, the City shall be entitled to 
record a covenant, running with the land, in favor of the City, 
obligating the purchaser and subsequent owners for the remaining 
duration of any Lease, to comply with all of the environmental 
mitigation measures of the Specific Plan (as such Specific Plan
provides by its terms as of the Initiative Effective Date), that are 
specifically applicable to the Option Land being sold. Such 
covenant shall ensure that the City retains the ability to implement 
those provisions of the Specific Plan for the duration of any Lease,
to further the City’s goal of conducting and supervising a 
comprehensive plan of redevelopment for the Property throughout 
the term of any Lease.  Upon request at the time of any Option
exercise, the Mayor may modify such covenant to refer to the 
Specific Plan as it may be amended as of the date of any Option
exercise.  

(7) Proceeds from any purchase and sale of the Property or a portion 
thereof shall be allocated by the Mayor between all applicable City 
funds, including, without limitation, the City’s General Fund and the 
City’s Water Utilities Fund or funds for public improvements, in 
compliance with all City Charter provisions, ordinances, 
resolutions, and policies. 

(8) Any Lease shall provide that no Option may be exercised unless 
the acquisition of the Option Land complies with the Subdivision 
Map Act, or any exception to the Subdivision Map Act that may be 
applicable to such sale of property. 

(9) Any Lease shall provide that an Option may be assigned, in whole 
or in part, to any sublessee of any portion of the Property; provided 
that if the Qualified Lessee terminates the sublease with such 
sublessee, the assigned Option shall revert to the Qualified Lessee
without the need for any further action by the parties.  
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(10) Nothing in any Lease shall preclude the City from performing a 
land swap of lands purchased with funds from the City’s General 
Fund with any portion of the Property that now may be owned by 
the Water Utilities Department, provided that the Qualified 
Lessee’s rights under any Lease shall not be adversely affected 
thereby.

(11) Any Lease shall provide that the deed conveying any portion of the 
Property conveyed pursuant to an Option shall grant easements for 
ingress, egress, and utilities over all roads, driveways, 
accessways, paths, and utility corridors, whether existing at the 
time of the Execution Date of the Lease or thereafter created, 
which provide access or utilities to and from such portion of the 
Property.

(h)       Termination/Reverter

(1) The City intends that it be protected from any lessee’s default and 
failure to construct the Joint Use Stadium as contemplated in the 
Specific Plan, while at the same time providing reasonable 
protections to allow any lessee to proceed with overall 
development.  Therefore, any Lease approved by the City pursuant 
to this Division shall contain provisions that ensure that a Reverter 
Right can be exercised by the City on the following standards:

(A) If the Qualified Lessee fails to complete the construction 
of the Joint Use Stadium on the Existing Stadium Site by 
the Reverter Date, then the City shall have the Reverter 
Right to (i) terminate any Lease (subject to any non-
disturbance agreement with any sublessee of any portion 
of the Property, other than the Stadium Land) and (ii) 
cause the ownership of any land transferred by the City 
under the Option to revert to the City.

(B) The Reverter Date shall be tolled and extended day-for-
day for:  (i) force majeure; (ii) any delay by the City in the 
performance of its obligations under any Lease; (iii) any 
period of litigation over the validity of any Lease and 
Option or the transactions contemplated therein or in the 
Specific Plan, until any such litigation shall be concluded 
by a final, non-appealable judgment upholding any Lease 
and Option and the transactions contemplated therein and 
in the Specific Plan; (iv) conditions of the Property which 
were unknown to the City or the Qualified Lessee as of 
the Effective Date that delays the construction of the Joint 
Use Stadium; (v) change in municipal, state, or federal 
law that delays the construction of the Joint Use Stadium;
or (vi) failure of the City or any other governmental agency 
to issue permits for the construction of the Joint Use 
Stadium within a reasonable period of time.
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(C) If the Reverter Right has not been terminated, then 
between one hundred fifty (150) and ninety (90) days 
before the Reverter Date, the City shall provide the 
Qualified Lessee with a written reminder of the Reverter 
Date.   

(2) Any Lease shall provide that the Reverter Right shall terminate 
upon the earliest to occur of (i) the completion of the Joint Use 
Stadium; (ii) the first anniversary of the Reverter Date, provided 
that the Qualified Lessee has provided the City written notice of the 
occurrence of the Reverter Date within thirty (30) days after the 
occurrence of the Reverter Date; or (iii) delivery by the Qualified 
Lessee of financial information or assurances which the Mayor 
determines provides the City with adequate assurance that the 
Qualified Lessee shall complete construction of the Joint Use 
Stadium on or before the Reverter Date.

(i)             Assignment; Subletting

(1) Any Lease pursuant to this Division shall meet the following 
standards to ensure that (i) the City is protected from subleasing 
under circumstances that may adversely affect its continuing
regulatory interest in the Property and ability to enforce the 
obligations of the Qualified Lessee, while at the same time (ii) 
assuring that the Qualified Lessee has the opportunity to sublease
the Property under certain standards and conditions that are
economically viable and commercially reasonable for the Qualified 
Lessee, in order to attract third party investment, financing and 
construction of the portions of the Property that the Specific Plan
has designated for development to accomplish the City’s objectives 
in the Specific Plan. To provide for an appropriate balance of these 
competing legislative purposes, the above purposes shall be 
implemented by the following requirements for Leases approved 
pursuant to this Division.

(2) Any Lease shall provide or allow for assignment, subletting, sub-
subletting, licensing, and other occupancy of all or a portion of the 
Property for the purpose of development consistent with the 
Specific Plan.  Without limiting the foregoing, any Lease shall 
contain an acknowledgement from the City that the Stadium Land
may be subleased by the Qualified Lessee to a sublessee for the 
purpose of facilitating the development and construction of the 
Joint Use Stadium.

(3) Any Lease shall require that if any sublease(s) of all or a portion of 
the Property are entered into, then, upon the request of Qualified 
Lessee or the applicable sublessee, the City shall execute a 
commercially reasonable nondisturbance agreement with the 
sublessee(s) within ten (10) days following such request, subject to 
satisfaction of the following requirements: 
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(A) Such agreement must provide that the sublessee will 
attorn to the City if the City acquires the sublessor’s 
interest under such sublease, and either (i) the rent 
received by the sublessor under such sublease must be 
the fair market rental rate of the subleased property paid 
no less frequently than on an annual basis, or (ii) the 
sublease is for the Stadium Land; or

(B) The City must be otherwise satisfied that the City’s 
continuing interest in the Property is protected. 

Notwithstanding this subsection, any sublease for the Stadium 
Land shall be subject to the Reverter Right.

(4) Any Lease shall provide that no sublease shall relieve the Qualified 
Lessee’s obligations with respect to the improvements to be 
constructed on the subleased land under such sublease.  No 
sublessee under any sublease shall be required to perform the 
obligations of the Qualified Lessee under any Lease, except that 
the direct sublessee of the Stadium Land shall be required, jointly 
and severally with the Qualified Lessee, to construct the Joint Use 
Stadium.  

(j) Environmental

(1) Any Lease shall permit and require that the City take all actions 
required under any existing agreement between the City and third 
parties to clean up, rehabilitate, redevelop, and remediate the 
contamination that exists on the Existing Stadium Site.  This 
provision is required in any Lease so that the City does not affect 
its existing agreements, and can continue to receive the benefits of
those agreements with respect to the Existing Stadium Site.

So that any prospective lessee who may desire to submit a Lease 
application to the City under this Division may expect that it can 
rely upon the City’s plans for cleanup, remediation, and 
redevelopment of the potential leased property, any Lease shall 
provide that the City shall not modify or terminate, and shall 
continue to perform its obligations under such existing third party 
agreements.

Any Lease shall provide that the Qualified Lessee shall, if required 
by such third party agreements, allow representatives of any third 
party to enter into the Property and implement the remediation and 
risk mitigation measures that may be designed and constructed as 
part of the redevelopment of the Property.

Nothing in this Division shall alter any of the provisions or 
obligations set forth in any such third party agreements.
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(2) Any Lease shall require that the Qualified Lessee agree not to 
take any actions to further contaminate or exacerbate the 
existing contamination on the Property.  

(3) To ensure that an appropriate allocation of responsibility is 
made among the City, any lessee, and any third parties with 
agreements with the City with respect to contamination, and to 
protect the City from any additional responsibility for 
addressing such contamination or remediation of the Property,
to the extent required to implement the development under the 
Specific Plan, any Lease shall contain the following standards 
and requirements for allocating such responsibility:

(A) Contamination caused or created by the Qualified 
Lessee shall be the responsibility of the Qualified 
Lessee;

(B) Contamination addressed in third party 
agreements shall continue to be the responsibility 
of such third parties or the City as set forth in 
those agreements; 

(C) Contamination disclosed in any environmental 
impact document given to the Qualified Lessee by 
the City prior to the Execution Date of any Lease,
other than any contamination or remediation 
addressed in any existing third party agreement, 
shall be the responsibility of the Qualified Lessee
if such contamination is required to be addressed 
to implement the development under the Specific 
Plan;

(D) Contamination at the time of the Execution Date of 
any Lease that is not addressed in (A), (B), or (C) 
above shall continue to be the responsibility of the 
City, just as if there were no Lease of the 
Property, provided that if any of the Qualified 
Lessee’s obligations under any Lease require that 
such contamination be addressed, the Qualified 
Lessee may be excused from performance until 
the City performs its responsibility;

(E) Contamination not addressed in (A)-(D) above that 
occurs after the execution date of any Lease shall 
be the responsibility of the Qualified Lessee (other 
than future contamination created after the 
Qualified Lessee has surrendered the Property to 
the City), if such contamination is required to be 
addressed to implement the development under 
the Specific Plan; and
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(F) Any obligations under any Lease as described in 
this subsection shall survive the termination of any 
Lease (including the termination of any Lease with 
respect to any portion of the Property that is 
purchased pursuant to the standards of any Lease). 

(k) Indemnification

(1) To protect the City from liability and to prevent the City from 
providing any subsidy for development, any Lease shall require 
that the Qualified Lessee shall agree to indemnify, defend, and 
protect City and City’s interest in the Property, and all parts 
thereof, from any claims resulting from:

(A) The conduct, activities, or omissions by the Qualified 
Lessee, or the Qualified Lessee’s agents, contractors, 
invitees, or licensees on the Property, including, without 
limitation, any contractor and its subcontractors;

(B) Occurrences on the Property during the Term of any 
Lease, including without limitation, claims arising or 
relating to any defects in design, materials, or 
workmanship in connection with the development of the 
Property or from death or injury to person or property; or 

(C) The Qualified Lessee’s breach of any Lease.  

(2) Any Lease shall provide that the Qualified Lessee agrees to pay 
reasonable attorneys’ fees, costs, charges, and other expenses 
which the City may incur in negotiating, settling, defending, and 
otherwise protecting the City from and against such claims.

(3)       Any Lease shall also provide that, notwithstanding the foregoing, 
the foregoing indemnity shall be subject to all limitations, 
provisions, and obligations set forth elsewhere in any Lease and
shall not extend to any claims arising out of or relating to:

(A) The conduct, activities, or omissions by the City or any of 
its agents, employees, contractors, lessees, invitees, or 
licensees on or about the Property;

(B) Any obligation required to be performed by the City under 
any Lease or applicable law; or 

(C) Any breach of the City’s obligations under any Lease.  

(4)       The provisions of this Section shall survive the expiration or earlier 
termination of any Lease.  

(l) Costs/Closing
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(1) Any Lease shall provide that the Qualified Lessee pay for its own 
costs and fees associated with the exercise of its option to 
purchase all or any portion of the Property, including, but not 
limited to, appraisal, escrow, and any other processing fees or
expenses.  City is to incur no closing expenses in connection with 
such purchase.

(2) To provide a lessee assurances to proceed with development or 
financing of the Property regarding the ability to obtain title 
insurance, any Lease shall provide that the City shall provide 
customary owners affidavits, estoppel certificates, and similar 
documentation required in connection with the issuance of title 
insurance, all at the buyer’s sole expense.  Any Lease shall 
provide that title to the applicable Property will be delivered to the 
buyer at the close of escrow.

(3) The Qualified Lessee and any proposed purchaser shall make a 
full and complete disclosure of the name and identity of each 
person directly or indirectly involved in any transaction 
contemplated by any Lease including, without limitation, the 
exercise of the Option, and the precise nature of their interest, in 
order to comply with any applicable City Charter provisions.

(m) Any Lease shall provide that the City, acting solely in its proprietary 
capacity as the owner of the Property, and the Qualified Lessee shall, in 
order to facilitate the development of the Property:  (i) use best efforts to 
effect any lot line adjustment requested by the Qualified Lessee,
including without limitation, the adjustment of the existing lot lines to 
create a separate legal lot for the Joint Use Stadium; (ii) cooperate with 
the Qualified Lessee to subdivide any existing parcel of the Property;
and (iii) execute such further documents and take such further actions, 
as may be necessary to give effect to the provisions of any Lease.
Nothing in any Lease shall limit the City’s authority or any applicable 
discretion which the City may have in its regulatory capacity as a 
governmental entity to consider such application.

(n) Financing

(1) The Qualified Lessee and any sublessees may mortgage or grant 
security interests in their respective interests in the Property and 
other property located thereon. Any Lease shall contain customary 
mortgagee protective provisions.

The text above contains the first 20 pages of Measure E but does not 
include the remaining pages of the Measure.  The pages that have been 
excluded may include important information that could be useful to 
voters, and the City Clerk encourages voters to review those pages as 
well. The full text of this measure is available online at 
www.sandiego.gov/city-clerk and in the City’s public libraries. If you 
would like a copy of the full text of the measure to be mailed to you, 
please contact the Office of the City Clerk at 619-533-4000 or via e-mail 
at cityclerk@sandiego.gov and a copy will be mailed at no cost to you.
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CITY OF SAN DIEGO

(This Measure will appear on the ballot in the following form.)

MEASURE G
MISSION VALLEY STADIUM - SDSU WEST INITIATIVE: Shall the City sell Mission Valley 
stadium property to San Diego State University or any SDSU auxiliary organization, entity, or 
affiliate, consistent with price, terms, and conditions described in the measure, to allow the 
California State University Board of Trustees to determine its development, which may include 
stadium, recreational, educational, residential, office, hotel, retail, and other uses; and if sold, shall 
the City set aside adjacent land for a river park? 

This measure requires approval of a simple majority (50% plus 1) of those voting on the measure.  

OFFICIAL TITLE AND SUMMARY

BALLOT TITLE

SDSU West Citizens’ Initiative

BALLOT SUMMARY

This citizens’ initiative measure provides for the sale of approximately 132 acres of 
property owned by the City of San Diego, including the Mission Valley stadium, to San Diego State 
University (SDSU) or any SDSU auxiliary organization, entity, or affiliate. Contingent upon certain 
approvals, the property would be redeveloped, including demolishing the existing stadium and 
building a new stadium. This measure is proposed by private individuals and does not bind SDSU, 
a California State University. 

If approved by voters, this measure would amend the San Diego Municipal Code to 
establish a process for the City to sell the property to SDSU or the other listed entities. This measure 
includes terms and conditions the sale must meet. The sale would not be subject to existing 
Municipal Code provisions regarding the sale of City property.

The sale would be at the price and terms the City Council deems fair and equitable and 
in the public interest, to be determined at a public meeting. The sale price must be based on the 
value of the property as of October 9, 2017. The measure includes several factors the City Council 
may consider in determining that value. 

This measure states that the sale shall provide for development of various educational, 
residential, commercial, and recreational uses, including a joint use stadium and a river park. If the 
property is sold, the City would not be responsible for the costs of demolishing the stadium or 
building a new stadium. 

The land specified for the location of a river park would not be sold as part of this 
measure. The measure does not specify who would pay for, develop, build, or maintain a river park. 
The measure would prohibit the use of the City’s General Fund to pay for the development of the 
river park, but does not prevent other types of City funds from being used.
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Potential uses of the property include: 

� a new joint use stadium with approximately 35,000 seats;
� public trails and open space;
� recreation space and parks;
� practice and recreation fields; and
� facilities for educational, research, entrepreneurial and technology programs 

constructed in phases and comprised of: 
o academic and administrative buildings and classrooms; 
o commercial, technology, and office space;
o retail uses;
o hotels;
o faculty and staff housing;
o graduate and undergraduate student housing;
o apartment-style homes for the local community;
o other market-rate, workforce and affordable homes; and
o trolley and other public transportation uses and improvements.

If the property is sold, the specific development would be planned through an SDSU 
Campus Master Plan revision process. This process would include:

� preparation of a Campus Master Plan revision; 
� review required by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), including 

opportunities for public review and input; and
� approval by the Board of Trustees of the California State University. 

This measure may not be amended for 20 years after its adoption without a vote of the 
people. 
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CITY ATTORNEY’S IMPARTIAL ANALYSIS

This citizens’ initiative measure was placed on the ballot by the City Council after voter 
signatures qualified the initiative measure for the ballot. 

If approved by voters, this measure would allow the sale of approximately 132 acres of 
Mission Valley stadium property to San Diego State University (SDSU) or any SDSU auxiliary 
organization, entity, or affiliate, which could include a non-governmental entity or a private party. 
Voter approval of this measure does not guarantee that the property would be sold or that any 
specific development would be built. 

If the property is sold to SDSU, the Board of Trustees of the California State University 
will determine the use of the property in its sole discretion through a Campus Master Plan revision 
process. A Campus Master Plan revision does not require City approval. The City’s development 
regulations would not apply to development by SDSU, regardless of the terms of this measure. It 
is unclear whether the City’s development regulations would apply if SDSU is not the purchaser. 

The final development plan for the property will not be known until:

� the Campus Master Plan revision process is complete; 
� California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) review has been performed; and 
� the Board of Trustees of the California State University grants its approval. 

These steps would occur after the sale. 

This measure states that the sale shall provide for development of various educational, 
residential, commercial, and recreational uses. The measure does not address how the sale would 
provide for that development. A sale agreement may create requirements related to development, 
which must be consistent with state laws and the terms of this measure. The terms of a final sale 
agreement will not be known until after the election, when a purchaser is identified and a sale 
agreement is negotiated.

The sale must allow the purchaser to lease, sell, or exchange any portion of the property 
to an entity or affiliate as part of a SDSU-private partnership or arrangement, or to an SDSU 
auxiliary organization. The purchaser will determine whether the property or a portion of it will be 
sold to another party or parties. 

Existing law allows the City to sell property to a public agency for public purposes on 
terms the City Council deems fair and equitable and in the public interest. This measure would 
change existing law to require the City to sell the property to a particular public entity or private 
party under specific terms, if certain conditions are met. CEQA review is not legally required before 
a citizens’ initiative measure may be approved by voters. 

This measure may not be amended for 20 years after its adoption without a vote of the 
people. Once the property is sold, the terms of the sale agreement could not be changed by a public 
vote.  
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FISCAL IMPACT ANALYSIS

This measure requires the City to sell the SDCCU Stadium site (property) to San Diego State 
University (SDSU) or an SDSU auxiliary organization, entity, or affiliate (purchaser) upon City 
Council approval if certain conditions are met. The purchaser would be anticipated to demolish 
SDCCU stadium and build a 35,000 seat stadium at its expense. After additional permitting, 
environmental review, and SDSU’s completion of a SDSU Campus Master Plan revision, the 
purchaser would be anticipated to build an unspecified amount of parks, academic buildings 
and student housing, and other office, retail, residential, and hotel space. The measure 
provides for construction of a 34-acre river park, but does not specify who would build the park 
or identify costs and funding sources for the park.

This measure has direct and indirect fiscal impacts. However, those impacts cannot be 
precisely quantified, as the measure requires future negotiations, and development of the 
property is subject to many external factors. 

Direct fiscal impacts include the sale price of the property. The measure requires the sale price 
to be based on fair market value as of October 2017, but the price could be adjusted to account 
for stadium demolition costs, environmental requirements, the cost to develop a river park, 
and other factors. In June 2017, the property’s appraised value was identified as $73.8 million. 
The precise sale price is subject to future negotiation and is currently unknown. A portion of 
sale revenue would go to the City’s Public Utilities Department, which owns a portion of the 
property.

Other potential direct impacts include City staff time and resources to permit and approve 
developments, remediate environmental contamination, and to build, operate, and maintain 
the river park. The measure does not specify who will build the river park or any funding for 
the river park. It does not allow the City’s General Fund to fund the river park, but it does not 
prohibit any other funding source – from the City or any other party – from being used. 
Additional infrastructure and utilities upgrades may also be required for development of the 
properties.

Indirect fiscal impacts include expenses and revenues from new economic activity associated 
with development of the property. City expenditures to provide service associated with 
development could be necessary, but as the measure does not specify the precise nature of 
future development it is not possible to precisely quantify potential expenses and revenues 
associated with future development. Developments of SDSU facilities (academic and 
administration buildings, student housing, etc) would not be subject to property tax. 
Development of other retail or office space, or other residential developments, could be 
subject to property tax. Full development of the property would not be complete for several 
years and would depend on many factors outside the City’s control. 

Approval of this measure precludes the City from using the property for other purposes, 
soliciting proposals to redevelop the property, or otherwise marketing the property for sale or 
lease. This could also have an unquantifiable fiscal impact.

The full text of this measure is included in this Voter Pamphlet.

N SD 400-090



09L0-G-5

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF MEASURE G

Measure G -- the SDSU West Initiative – authorizes the Mayor and City Council to sell the Mission 
Valley stadium site to San Diego State University at fair market value for much-needed campus 
expansion, a research center, housing, multi-use stadium and public river park.

� Provides a once-in-a-lifetime opportunity to meet the higher education needs of local 
students, enabling SDSU to accept more of the nearly 100,000 undergraduate applicants 
annually.

� SDSU’s plan includes nearly 90 acres of parkland, habitat and open space, including a 
publicly accessible San Diego River Park, which is one reason why the Sierra Club and 
other environmental organizations endorse Measure G.

� Delivers student, faculty, staff, affordable, workforce and market rate housing to help 
meet our region’s critical housing needs.

� SDSU’s plan guarantees a transparent planning process that complies with the California 
Environmental Quality Act, mitigates project impacts, includes public input, and 
generates 40,000 fewer vehicle trips per day than SANDAG projected for the competing 
SoccerCity plan.

� Includes a research park to increase collaboration between education, entrepreneurship, 
and high-tech business to support SDSU’s role as a leading research university and 
expand its $5.67 billion annual economic impact on our economy.

� Ensures redevelopment of the stadium property will be in the hands of proven 
development experts, taking advantage of SDSU’s extensive experience and success in 
managing over $482 million in campus development since 2013, including housing, retail 
and academic projects, many involving public-private partnerships.

� Provides a permanent home for SDSU football and other athletics, professional soccer 
and football, in a state-of-the-art multi-use stadium – at no cost to taxpayers – and
relieves taxpayers of continuing maintenance costs for the former Qualcomm Stadium.

� Produces thousands of high quality jobs, expanding the University’s current employment 
impact of more than 40,000.  

� Generates significant state and local tax revenues, increasing the more than $457 million 
produced annually by SDSU.

www.SDSUWest.com

Adam Day, Chair           Sally Roush, Immediate Past President
California State University           San Diego State University
Board of Trustees

Jerry Sanders, President and CEO           Jesse Conner, President
San Diego Regional           San Diego City Firefighters L145
Chamber of Commerce

Dr. Peter A. Anderson, Chairperson
    Sierra Club San Diego 
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ARGUMENT AGAINST MEASURE G

Vote NO on Measure G – A Bad Deal for Taxpayers

Measure G costs taxpayers hundreds of millions of dollars, deprives K-12 schools of needed 
funding and provides no guaranteed public benefits. 

Measure G is a bait & switch benefitting developers.  It quietly allows well-connected private 
developers — not SDSU — to develop the land.

Measure G does not expand the campus, it allows private developers to build office parks and 
condos. Officials admit a campus expansion could take decades.

Measure G is a terrible deal for taxpayers. The independent San Diego County Taxpayers 
Association reports Measure G is $208 million worse for City taxpayers than the other plan, 
Measure E.  Almost certainly worse for the schools.

Measure G continues the massive stadium subsidy on the Mission Valley site, despite the City’s 
mounting budget deficits.  The City recently gave the current stadium almost $1 million per football 
game in subsidies that will likely continue for years if Measure G passes.

Measure G gives well-connected developers a tax loophole to pay less than their fair share of 
property taxes.  That’s less money for San Diego neighborhoods and K-12 schools, but more 
money for a few well-connected private developers.

Measure G puts students at risk for hundreds of millions of dollars in risky debt. If the private 
development isn’t financially successful — by mismanagement or another financial crisis — SDSU 
must make up for the development’s failure and student fees are a key source of new revenue.

Measure G provides a blank check giveaway to the well-connected developers who crafted 
the initiative. They’re not required to pay fair market value for the land, as determined by the City’s 
official independent appraisal. A great deal for them; terrible deal for you.

Get the facts: NoOnMeasureG.com

Protect Taxpayers and Schools – Vote No on Measure G

Scott Sherman                                                                            April Boling
San Diego City Councilmember                           Taxpayer Advocate
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FULL TEXT OF MEASURE G

NOTICE OF INTENT TO CIRCULATE PETITION
Notice is herebygiven of the intention of the persons whose names appear hereon to circulate
a petition within the City of San Diego for the purpose of adopting a new legislative action of
the Cityof San Diego (City) authorizing, directing, and providing the means for the sale of the 
approximately 132 acres of real property situated in the City at 9449 Friars Road, between 
Interstate 15 (I-15) and Interstate 8 (I-8), also known as “Existing Stadium Site,” to San Diego
State University (SDSU) for Bona Fide Public Purposes.

INITIATIVE MEASURE TO BE SUBMITTED DIRECTLY TO THE VOTERS

To the Honorable City Council of the City of San Diego:

We, the undersigned registered voters of the City of San Diego, California, by this petition hereby 
respectfully propose the following legislative act be adopted by the City Council or submitted to the
registered voters of the City of San Diego for their adoption or rejection:

The People of the City of San Diego do ordain:

SECTION 1. Title.
This initiative measure (Initiative) shall be known and may be cited as the “SDSU West Campus 
Research Center, Stadium and River Park Initiative.”

SECTION 2. Purpose, Intent and Findings.
A. Purpose and Intent. The People of the City of San Diego find and declare that our 

purpose and intent in enacting the Initiative is to:
1. Adopt a new legislative policy of the City of San Diego (City) authorizing, directing,

and providing the means for the sale of the approximately 132 acres of real 
property situated in the City at 9449 Friars Road, between Interstate 15 (I-15) and 
Interstate 8 (I-8), as reflected on the site map attached hereto as Section 8, Exhibit 
“A”) (Existing Stadium Site), to San Diego State University (SDSU) for Bona Fide
Public Purposes; provided, however, that:
(a) Such sale shall be at such price and upon such terms and timing as the City

Council shall deem to be fair and equitable and in the public interest, and
(b) Such sale will create jobs and economic synergies in the City and improve 

the quality of life for Mission Valley residents through development of the
following:
(i) A Joint Use Stadium for SDSU Division 1 collegiate football and other 

Potential Sports Partners, including but not limited to professional, 
premier, or Major League Soccer (MLS) and adaptable for the National 
Football League (NFL);

(ii) River park, walking and biking paths or trails, and associated open 
space for use by all members of the public;

(iii) Passive and active recreation space, community and neighborhood parks;
(iv) Practice, intramural, intermural, and recreation fields;
(v) Facilities for educational, research, entrepreneurial, and technology

programs within a vibrant mixed-used campus village and research park 
that is constructed in phases and comprised of:
a) Academic and administrative buildings and classrooms;
b) Commercial, technology, and office space, compatible and 

synergistic with SDSU’s needs, to be developed through SDSU-
private partnerships, and with such uses contributing to sales tax 
and possessory interest tax, as applicable, to the City;
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c) Complementary retail uses to serve neighborhood residents and 
businesses and create an exciting game-day experience for SDSU
football fans and other Potential Sports Partners, and with such
retail uses contributing to sales tax and possessory interest tax, as 
applicable, to the City;

d) Hotel(s) to support visitors to campus and stadium-related events,
provide additional meeting and conference facilities, and serve as 
an incubator for graduate and undergraduate students in SDSU’s 
L. Robert Payne School of Hospitality and Tourism Management; 
and with such uses contributing to sales taxes, possessory interest 
taxes, and transient occupancy taxes, as applicable, to the City;

e) Faculty and staff housing to assist in the recruitment of nationally 
recognized talent; and with such uses contributing to possessory 
interest taxes, as applicable, to the City;

f) Graduate and undergraduate student housing to assist athlete 
and student recruitment; and with such uses contributing to 
possessory interest taxes, as applicable, to the City;

g) Apartment-style homes for the local community interested in 
residing in proximity to a vibrant university village atmosphere; 
and with such uses contributing to possessory interest taxes, as 
applicable, to the City;

h) Other market-rate, workforce and affordable homes in proximity 
to a vibrant university village atmosphere; and with such uses 
contributing to possessory interest taxes, as applicable, to the 
City; and

i) Trolley and other public transportation uses and improvements to 
minimize vehicular traffic impacts in the vicinity.

2. Implement this legislative policy by amending the San Diego Municipal Code to add Section
22.0908 to Chap. 2, Art. 2, Div. 9.

B. Findings.  The People find, declare, and reason as follows:
1. The People of the City of San Diego desire to authorize and direct the sale of the Existing

Stadium Site to SDSU, but only if such sale is at such price and upon such terms as the 
City Council shall deem to be fair and equitable.

2. In arriving at the Fair Market Value, the City may fairly consider various factors, 
adjustments, deductions, and equities including, but not limited to: the costs for
demolition, dismantling, and removal of the Existing Stadium; the costs associated with 
addressing current flooding concerns; the costs of existing contamination; the costs for 
revitalizing and restoring the adjacent River Park and the costs of avoiding, minimizing, 
and mitigating impacts to biota and riparian habitat.

3. The People of the City of San Diego desire the Existing Stadium Site to be 
comprehensively planned through an SDSU Campus Master Plan revision process, 
which process shall require full compliance with the California Environmental Quality 
Act (CEQA; Pub. Resources Code, commencing with section 21000), the State CEQA 
Guidelines (14 Cal. Code Regs., commencing with section 15000), Government Code 
section 65451, subdivision (a), and Education Code section 67504, subdivisions (c) and
(d), along with ample opportunities for public participation, including input from the
Mission Valley Planning Group and other key stakeholder groups.
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4. The People of the City of San Diego also desire that the above comprehensive SDSU 
Campus Master Plan comply with the content requirements of a Specific Plan prepared 
pursuant to California Government Code section 65451, subdivision (a),
which provides that “[a] specific plan shall include a text and a diagram or diagrams which
specify all of the following in detail: (1) The distribution, location, and extent of the uses 
of land, including open space, within the area covered by the plan[,] (2) The proposed 
distribution, location, and extent and intensity of major components of public 
and private transportation, sewage, water, drainage, solid waste disposal, energy, and 
other essential facilities proposed to be located within the area covered by the plan and 
needed to support the land uses described in the plan[,] (3) Standards and criteria by
which development will proceed, and standards for the conservation, development, and
utilization of natural resources, where applicable[,] (4) A program of implementation
measures including regulations, programs, public works projects, and financing 
measures necessary to carry out paragraphs (1), (2), and (3).”

5. The above environmental commitment, required during the SDSU Campus Master Plan 
revision process, includes the CEQA requirement for SDSU to take steps to reach 
agreements with the City and other public agencies regarding   the payment of fair-
share mitigation costs for any identified off-site significant impacts related to campus 
growth and development associated with the Existing Stadium Site. Pursuant to CEQA, 
such steps shall include at least two publicly noticed environmental impact report (EIR) 
scoping meetings; preparation of an EIR with all feasible alternatives and mitigation 
measures; allowance for a 60-day public comment period on the Draft EIR; preparation 
of written responses to public comments to be included in the Final EIR; and, a noticed 
public hearing.

6. The People of the City of San Diego desire to exercise their reserved power of initiative 
under the CaliforniaConstitution and the City Charter to sell the Existing Stadium Site 
to SDSU and amend the San Diego Municipal Code to implement such sale to another 
public agency for Bona Fide Public Purposes, as set forth in Section 2.A., Purpose and 
Intent, above. The People find that such purposes also constitute bona fide 
governmental purposes under City Charter section 221.

7. The People of the City of San Diego desire revitalization and restoration of the San Diego
River Park south of the Existing Stadium Site as envisioned by past community planning 
efforts so as to integrate the Mission Valley’s urban setting with the natural environment; 
and incorporate active and passive park uses, 8- to 10-foot wide linear walking and 
biking trails; a river buffer of native vegetation and measures to mitigate drainage 
impacts and ensure compliance with water quality standards; and said River Park 
improvements be made at no cost to the City General Fund and completed not later 
than seven years from the date of execution of the sales agreement.

8. The People of the City of San Diego also desire the reservation and improvement of an 
additional minimum of 22 acres within the Existing Stadium Site as publicly-accessible 
active recreation space.

9. The People of the City of San Diego desire a Joint Use Stadium, comprised of 
approximately 35,000 seats for SDSU football, Potential Sports Partners, and the 
community’s use year-round; and capable of accommodating the growth of the SDSU 
Division 1 football program, and the inclusion of other Potential Sports Partners, 
including but not limited to professional, premier, or MLS soccer and adaptable for the 
NFL.  The construction of the Joint Use Stadium shall be completed not later than seven 
years from the date of execution of the sales agreement. The People of the City of  San 
Diego also desire the new Joint Use Stadium to have adjacent and convenient parking 
and include all the amenities expected of a sports stadium – proximity to campus and
trolley access, an intimate fan-experience design, enhanced game- day experience for 
fans, premium seating, access to technology, community gathering areas, local foods 
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and beverages, positive impact on athlete and student recruitment, positive economic
impact on the San Diego community, and the ability to attract other events due to
expanded capacity and functionality.

10. The People of the City of San Diego desire that the City not pay for any stadium 
rehabilitation costs, stadium demolition or removal costs, stadium cost overruns, Joint 
Use Stadium operating costs, Joint Use Stadium maintenance, or Joint  Use Stadium 
capital improvement expenses; and that the City be reimbursed for reasonable costs 
incurred by the City in providing public safety and traffic management-related activities 
for games or other events at the Existing Stadium Site.

11. The People of the City of San Diego seek to encourage the daily and efficient use of the
existing underutilized Metropolitan Transit System’s Green Line transit station,
accommodate the planned Purple Line transit station, and provide an enhanced 
pedestrian connection to the existing light rail transit center, all of which are located
proximate to the City’s regional public transportation network.

12. The People of the City of San Diego desire the reuse of the Existing Stadium Site to 
comply with the City’s development impact fee requirements, its housing impact
fees/affordable housing requirements, and its greenhouse gas (GHG) emission 
reduction goals. Further, the People desire that the Existing Stadium Site focus growth 
into mixed-use activity areas that are pedestrian-friendly and linked to improved 
regional transportation systems; draw upon the character and strengths of the City’s 
natural environment, neighborhoods, commercial centers, institutions, and employment 
centers; and sustain the long-term economic, environmental, and social health of the 
City and its many communities.

13. Since its founding in 1897, SDSU has grown from a small teacher’s college into a 
national research university of approximately 35,000 students enrolled in bachelor’s, 
master’s and doctoral programs, and has engaged the entire San Diego region through 
SDSU’s education, arts, cultural, and athletics events.  For the past 120 years, SDSU 
has become a critical component to the region’s higher education system, and has 
supported the City's growth by offering first class education, training, leadership, and 
employment to residents of the City and regionally.  SDSU contributes an estimated
$2.4 billion annually to the San Diego City economy through approximately 35,000 
students, about 9,000 university and auxiliary employees, and nearly 240,000 local
alumni. As San Diego continues to progress, the growth of SDSU will assist the region in
creating and preparing a qualified and job-ready workforce for the region’s industries,
providing employment opportunities for a highly trained and educated workforce, and 
promoting the City as a great place to live and work.

14. The Mission Valley Terminal, a petroleum fuel distribution facility, located north of the 
Existing Stadium Site, has had historical accidental releases of petroleum from its fuel
supply operations, and those operations have contaminated soil and groundwater on-
and off-site. The City has entered into settlement agreements with certain adjacent
landowners to address the contamination, and these agreements govern the allocation 
of costs for mitigation or remediation work on, under, or in the vicinity of the Existing 
Stadium Site and San Diego River Park. This Initiative will not alter any obligations 
under existing settlement agreements that pertain to the Existing Stadium Site and the 
San Diego River Park.

15. All proceeds received by the City from the sale contemplated by this Initiative shall be
allocated and deposited as required by law.
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16. Nothing in this Initiative is intended to limit the financing mechanisms available to SDSU
to acquire the Existing Stadium Site, or to proceed with any component or phase of 
development if the sale contemplated herein is consummated. SDSU-private 
partnerships also are contemplated to realize the public purposes and benefits 
described in this Initiative.

17. This Initiative will not raise or impose any new or additional taxes on City residents. To
the contrary, this Initiative adopts an innovative legislative policy authorizing the sale of 
the Existing Stadium Site to a public agency for Bona Fide Public Purposes, and
implements this delegated authorization by amending the San Diego MunicipalCode.

18. The provisions and mandates set forth in this Initiative for the sale of the Existing 
Stadium Site to SDSU, and its other related provisions, are independent of, and shall 
not be subject to, any previously enacted city ordinance or resolution pertaining to the 
sale of property owned or controlled by the city, including but not limited to Sections 
22.0902 (sales of real property), 22.0903, and 22.0907 (sales of real property to public 
agencies) of the San Diego Municipal Code.

19. This Initiative does not adopt or amend any zoning ordinance or any other similar 
document (e.g., a general plan, community plan, specific plan, or development 
agreement) that would (a) convert any discretionary land use approval   to a ministerial 
approval, (b) change the zoning classification on any parcel or parcels covered by the 
Initiative to a more intensive classification, or (c) authorize more intensive land uses 
within an existing zoning district.

20. Accordingly, implementing the Initiative will protect the public health, safety, and welfare,
and enhance the quality of life for the People of the City of San Diego.

SECTION 3. Amendment to the San Diego Municipal Code.
A new section is added to Chapter 2 (Government), Article 2, Division 9, of the San Diego Municipal
Code as follows (new language to be inserted into the San Diego Municipal Code is shown as 
underlined text):
§ 22.0908 Sale of Real Property to SDSU

The Existing Stadium Site belonging to the City is needed for Bona Fide Public Purposes 
by SDSU, a public agency, and for that reason, the City shall sell such property to SDSU in
accordance with the City Charter, but only if such sale is in compliance with the conditions 
herein established.

(a) Such sale shall be at such price and upon such terms as the Council shall deem
to be fair and equitable and in the public interest; and the City may fairly consider 
various factors, including but not limited to: adjustments, deductions, and 
equities in arriving at a Fair Market Value.

(b) Such sale shall proceed without advertising for bids and shall not be subject to 
any of the provisions of this Code pertaining to the sale of City property, 
including but not limited to Sections 22.0902, 22.0903, and22.0907.

(c) Such sale shall provide for the development of:
(1) A new Joint Use Stadium for SDSU Division 1 collegiate football and other 

Potential Sports Partners including but not limited to professional, premier, 
or MLS soccer and adaptable for the NFL;

(2) A River Park, public trails, walking and biking paths or trails, and 
associated open space for use by all members of the public;

(3) Passive and active recreation space, community and neighborhood parks;
(4) Practice, intramural, intermural, and recreation fields;
(5) Facilities for educational, research, entrepreneurial, and technology

programs within a vibrant mixed-used campus village and research park 
that is constructed in phases and comprised of:
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(A) Academic and administrative buildings and classrooms;
(B)   Commercial, technology, and office space, compatible and synergistic 

with SDSU’s needs, to be developed through SDSU-private 
partnerships, and with such uses contributing to sales tax and 
possessory interest tax, as applicable, to the City;

(C) Complementary retail uses serving neighborhood residents and 
businesses while also creating an exciting college game-day
experience for SDSU football fans and other Potential Sports Partners,
and with such retail uses contributing to sales tax and possessory 
interest tax, as applicable, to the City;

(D) Hotel(s) to support visitors to campus and stadium-related events,
provide additional meeting and conference facilities, and serve as an 
incubator for graduate and undergraduate students in SDSU’s L. 
Robert Payne School of Hospitality and Tourism Management; and 
with such uses contributing to sales taxes, possessory interest taxes, 
and transient occupancy taxes, as applicable, to the City;

(E) Faculty and staff housing to assist in the recruitment of nationally 
recognized talent, and with such uses contributing to possessory 
interest taxes, as applicable, to the City;

(F) Graduate and undergraduate student housing to assist athlete and 
student recruitment, and with such uses contributing to possessory 
interest taxes, as applicable, to the City;

(G) Apartment-style homes for the local community interested in residing 
in proximity to a vibrant university village atmosphere, and with such 
uses contributing to possessory interest taxes, as applicable, to the
City;

(H) Other market-rate, workforce and affordable homes in proximity to a 
vibrant university village atmosphere, and with such uses contributing 
to possessory interest taxes, as applicable, to the City; and

(I) Trolley and other public transportation uses and improvements to 
minimize vehicular traffic impacts in the vicinity.
(d) Such sale shall be based on the Fair Market Value of the Existing 

Stadium Site, and the City may fairly consider various factors, 
adjustments, deductions, and equities, including, but not limited 
to: the costs for demolition, dismantling, and removal of the 
Existing Stadium; the costs associated with addressing current
flooding concerns; the costs of existing contamination; the costs
for revitalizing and restoring the adjacent River Park and the 
costs of avoiding, minimizing, and mitigating impacts to biota and 
riparian habitat.

(e) Such sale shall be at such price and upon such terms as are fair and 
equitable, including without limitation payment terms, periodic 
payments, payment installments, and other payment mechanisms.

(f) After such sale, the Existing Stadium Site shall be 
comprehensively planned through an SDSU Campus Master Plan 
revision process, which process requires full compliance with the 
California Environmental Quality Act (Pub. Resources Code 
commencing with section 21000), the State CEQA Guidelines (14 
Cal. Code Regs., commencing with section 15000), and Education 
Code section 67504, subdivisions (c) and (d), along with ample 
opportunities for public participation, including but not limited to 
input from the Mission Valley Planning Group.
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(g) Though not required by the SDSU Campus Master Plan 
revision process, SDSU shall use the content requirements of 
a Specific Plan, prepared pursuant to California Government 
Code section 65451, subdivision (a), in completing the SDSU 
Campus Master Plan revision contemplated by thissection.

(h) The environmental commitment set forth in subdivision (f) shall 
include the requirements arising under CEQA for SDSU to: (i) 
take steps to reach agreements with the City of San Diego and 
other public agencies regarding the payment of fair-share 
mitigation costs for any identified off-site significant impacts 
related to campus growth and development associated with the 
Existing Stadium Site; and (ii) include at least two publicly 
noticed environmental impact report (EIR) scoping meetings, 
preparation of an EIR with all feasible alternatives and
mitigation measures, allowance for a 60-day public comment 
period on the Draft EIR, preparation of written responses to
public comments to be included in the Final EIR, and a noticed 
public hearing.

(i) Such sale shall cause the approximate 34-acre San Diego 
River Park south of the Existing Stadium Site to be revitalized 
and restored as envisioned by past community planning efforts 
so as to integrate the Mission Valley’s urban setting with the 
natural environment; the River Park will incorporate active and 
passive park uses, 8- to 10-foot wide linear walking and biking
trails; a river buffer of native vegetation, and measures to 
mitigate drainage impacts and ensure compliance with water 
quality standards. River Park improvements shall be made at no
cost to the City General Fund and completed not later than
seven years from the date of execution of the sales agreement. 
The City shall designate or set aside for park purposes the
River Park pursuant to City Charter Section 55. In addition, the
Existing Stadium Site shall reserve and improve an additional 
minimum of 22 acres as publicly-accessible active recreation
space.

(j) Such sale shall result in the demolition, dismantling, and removal
of the Existing Stadium and construction of a new Joint Use
Stadium. The construction of the Joint Use Stadium shall be
completed not later than seven years from the date of execution 
of the sales agreement.

(k) Such sale shall facilitate the daily and efficient use of the 
existing underutilized Metropolitan Transit System’s Green 
Line transit station, accommodate a planned Purple Line transit 
station, and enhance a pedestrian connection to the existing 
light rail transit center.

(l) Such sale and ultimate development shall require development 
within the Existing Stadium Site to comply with the City’s 
development impact fee requirements, parkland dedication 
requirements, and housing impact fees/affordable housing
requirements.
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(m) Such sale and ultimate development shall require development 
within the Existing Stadium Site to comply with the City’s 
greenhouse gas (GHG) emission reduction goals.

(n) Such sale, upon completion, shall ensure that the City does not 
pay for any stadium rehabilitation costs, stadium demolition or 
removal costs, stadium cost overruns, Joint Use Stadium 
operating costs, Joint Use Stadium maintenance, or Joint Use 
Stadium capital improvement expenses; and that the City be 
reimbursed for reasonable costs incurred by the City in
providing public safety and traffic management- related 
activities for games or other events at the Existing Stadium 
Site.

(o) Such sale and ultimate development shall not impair or
preclude SDSU from engaging in SDSU-private partnerships
with other entities or affiliates to finance, construct, and operate
the resulting buildings and facilities on the Existing Stadium Site 
for a defined period of time.

(p) Such sale and ultimate development shall not impair the City’s 
ability to continue its plan of environmental remediation of the 
Existing Stadium Site and River Park based on its existing 
agreements with responsible parties.

(q) Such sale shall not raise or impose any new or additional taxes 
on City residents.

(r) Such sale shall not prohibit SDSU from leasing, selling, or 
exchanging any portion of the Existing Stadium Site to an entity 
or affiliate as part of a SDSU-private partnership/arrangement, 
or to an SDSU auxiliary organization.

(s) Such sale shall require SDSU and the City to negotiate fair-
share contributions for feasible mitigation and applicable taxes 
for development within the Existing Stadium Site.

(t) Such sale shall not change or alter any obligation under any 
existing lease regarding the use of Existing Stadium Site, or
any portion thereof, that continues in effect until approximately
2018 and that could be extended until approximately 2022 or
thereafter.

(u) Such sale shall acknowledge that portions of the Existing 
Stadium Site are currently owned by the City’s Public Utilities 
Department, which has reserved rights to extract subsurface 
water, minerals, and other substances (excluding those under 
permanently erected structures) and that such department has 
received, and may continue to receive, compensation for its 
portion of the Existing Stadium Site. If the Initiative is approved, 
the sale shall acknowledge said department’s entitlement, if 
any, to receive compensation for its portion of the Existing
Stadium Site at a price that is fair and equitable, in the public 
interest, and commensurate with prior compensation actually
received.
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(v) Such sale shall require the City and SDSU to cooperate to
modify or vacate easements or secure lot line adjustments on 
the Existing Stadium Site (other than easements of the City or 
any utility department of the City for which the City retains its 
full regulatory discretion), so that development of the Existing 
Stadium Site is facilitated.

(w) Such sale shall require SDSU or its designee to pay prevailing 
wages for construction of the Joint Use Stadium and other 
public improvements, provided that the construction occurs on 
state-owned property or involves the use of state funding. To 
the extent possible under state law, all building andconstruction 
work shall be performed by contractors and subcontractors
licensed by the State of California, who shall make good faith 
efforts to ensure that their workforce construction hours are 
performed by residents of San Diego County. With respect to
the new Joint Use Stadium, SDSU will use good faith efforts to
retain qualified employees who currently work at the Existing
Stadium.

(x) For the purpose of this division, the following definitions shall
apply:
(1) “Bona Fide Public Purposes” means a good faith or

genuine use or uses for public or government purposes
such as public university uses or facilities; institutional uses
or facilities; offices; buildings; stadium, park, open space, 
trail, and recreation uses and facilities; academic uses 
and facilities; public parking; faculty, staff, student and
residential market-rate and affordable housing; hotel uses 
and facilities to support university goals and objectives; 
and public-private partnership support uses and facilities, 
including but not limited to commercial, neighborhood-
serving retail, research, technology, development, uses, 
individually and cumulatively, promote or facilitate 
SDSU’s higher education mission, goals, andobjectives.

(2) “Campus Master Plan” means an SDSU physical master
plan, or any revisions to such plan, to guide future 
development of SDSU facilities, based on academic goals 
for an established time horizon.

(3) “Existing Stadium Site” means the approximate 132-acre 
real property situated in the City of San Diego at 9449
Friars Road, between Interstate 15 (I-15) and Interstate 8
(I-8), as reflected on the site map attached hereto as 
Section 8, Exhibit A (pageA-1).

(4) “Existing Stadium” means the existing “SDCCU Stadium,”
formerly known as Qualcomm Stadium and Jack Murphy 
Stadium, located on the Existing Stadium Site, as of 
Initiative Effective Date.
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(5) “Fair Market Value” means the value of the Existing 
Stadium Site with a date of value that is the date of the 
“Initiative Notice Date,” defined below. This determination 
is intended to be based on  a value of the Existing Stadium 
Site that does not consider any later effect on value 
caused by adoption of this Initiative. In determining the 
appropriate factors to use, the City may consider an 
independent appraisal or appraisals of the Fair Market 
Value of the Existing Stadium Site, which considers the 
physical condition of the Existing Stadium Site and other 
above-identified factors, adjustments, deductions, and 
equities as of the Initiative Notice Date, together with the 
zoning for such property and other permits and approvals 
for development, as of the Initiative Notice Date. Any and
all such appraisals, including any prepared for SDSU, shall
be made available to the public upon submittal to the City.

(6) “Initiative” means the “SDSU West Campus Research 
Center, Stadium and River Park Initiative” adopted on the 
Initiative Effective Date.

(7) “Initiative Effective Date” means the date that the Initiative 
becomes effective.

(8) “Initiative Notice Date” means the date the Notice of Intent 
is first published signaling the intent to circulate the
Initiative.

(9) “Joint Use Stadium” means a quality multi-use outdoor
stadium comprised of approximately 35,000 seats for 
collegiate and professional sports, including use for SDSU
Division 1 football, National Collegiate Athletic 
Association Football Bowl Subdivision Division 1  
programs, the National Football League, professional, 
premier, or Major League Soccer, collegiate and 
professional football bowl games, other sports, and other 
events, including without limitation concession areas, 
restaurants, bars, clubs, retail stores, kiosks, media
facilities, athletic training and medical facilities, locker
rooms, offices, meeting rooms, banquet facilities, ticketing
facilities, on- and off-site signage, scoreboards, and other 
ancillary and support uses and facilities customarily made 
part of a stadium of the quality necessary to house 
collegiate and professional or premier sports, civic events, 
conventions, exhibitions, concerts and other outdoor 
events. SDSU also can explore, and proceed with, a 
phased build-out of such stadium that will allow SDSU to 
add on to such stadium at a later point to facilitate SDSU 
growth and acquisition of Potential SportsPartners.

(10) “Potential Sports Partners” means collegiate or
professional sports leagues including but not limited to 
football, soccer, esports, or other high level or premier 
sports leagues, clubs, or franchises.
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(11) “River Park” means approximately 34-acres of land south 
of the Existing Stadium Site to be revitalized and restored 
as envisioned by past community planning efforts so as to 
integrate the Mission Valley’s urban setting with the natural 
environment (see Site Map, attached hereto as Section 8, 
Exhibit “A”); the River Park will incorporate active and 
passive park/recreation uses,  8- to 10-foot wide linear
walking and biking trails; a river buffer of native vegetation,
and measures to mitigate drainage impacts and ensure 
compliance with water quality standards.

(12) “SDSU” means San Diego State University, a California 
State University, with authority delegated by the Board of 
Trustees of the California State University, which is the 
State of California acting in its higher education capacity; 
and any SDSU auxiliary organization, entity, or affiliate. As 
defined, SDSU is a public university; and as such, acts in its 
capacity as a state public agency. Nothing in this Initiative 
abrogates, or is intended to abrogate, the authority of the 
Board of Trustees of the California State University.

(y) This section shall be liberally construed in order to effectuate 
its purpose, intent and findings. No error, irregularity, 
informality, and no neglect or omission of any officer, in any 
procedure taken under this division which does not directly
affect the jurisdiction of the City to order the work, contract, or
process shall void or invalidate such work, contract, or process 
done thereunder.

(z) Nothing in this section abrogates, or is intended to abrogate, 
the Mayor’s administrative and executive authority, particularly 
with regard to engaging in good faith contract negotiations, 
including purchase and sales agreements for the City. The 
section does not mandate, dictate, or impede the Mayor’s 
administrative or executive authorities; instead, the section 
makes clear the City’s legislative policy is to sell the Existing 
Stadium Site to SDSU for Bona Fide Public Purposes 
consistent with the purpose, intent, findings, and conditions set 
forth above in this section.

(aa) The sale of the Existing Stadium Site to SDSU, and its other
related provisions, shall be independent of, and shall not be
subject to, any previously enacted City ordinance or resolution
pertaining to thesaleof property owned or controlled by the City, 
including but not limited to Sections 22.0902 (sales of real 
property), 22.0903, and 22.0907 (sales of real property to public
agencies) of the San Diego Municipal Code.

SECTION 4. Implementation of Initiative.
A. Upon the effective date of this Initiative, the City of San Diego is directed to promptly 

take all appropriate actions needed to implement this Initiative. This Initiative is
considered adopted and effective upon the earliest date legally possible after the City 
Council adopts this Initiative, or the Elections Official certifies the vote on this Initiative by
the voters of the City of San Diego, whichever occurs earlier.

B. Upon the effective date of this Initiative, the provisions of Section 3 are hereby inserted 
into the San Diego Municipal Code without alteration.
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SECTION 5. Effect of Other Measures on the Same Ballot.
In approving this Initiative, the People of the City of San Diego hereby establishes a new legislative
policy and authorizes, mandates, and directs the sale of the Existing Stadium Site to SDSU for Bona
Fide Public Purposes that will then facilitate creation of a SDSU Campus Master Plan to govern the
future use and development of the Existing Stadium Site. To ensure this intent is not frustrated, this
Initiative is presented to the voters with the express intent that it will compete with any and all voter
initiatives or City-sponsored measures placed on the same ballot as this Initiative and which, if 
approved, would regulate the use or development of the Existing Stadium Site in any manner or in
any part whatsoever (each, a "Conflicting Initiative"). In the event that this Initiative and one or more
Conflicting Initiatives are adopted by the voters in the same election, then it is the voters' intent that 
only that measure that receives the greatest number of affirmative votes shall control in its entirety 
and said other measure or measures shall be rendered void and without any legal effect. In no
event shall this Initiative be interpreted in a manner that would permit its operation in conjunction with
the non-conflicting provisions of any Conflicting Initiative. If this Initiative is approved by the voters
but superseded by law in whole or in part by any other Conflicting Initiative approved by the voters at 
the same election, and such Conflicting Initiative is later held invalid, this Initiative shall be self-
executing and given immediate effect and full force of law.
SECTION 6. Interpretation and Severability.

A. This Initiative shall be interpreted so as to be consistent with all federal and state laws, 
rules, and regulations. If any section, sub-section, sentence, clause, phrase, part, or 
portion of this Initiative is held to be invalid or unconstitutional by a final judgment of a 
court of competent jurisdiction, such decision shall not affect the validity of the remaining 
portions of this Initiative. The People of the City of San Diego declare that this Initiative, 
and each section, sub-section, sentence, clause, phrase, part, or portion thereof, would 
have been adopted or passed irrespective of the fact that any one or more sections, 
sub- sections, sentences, clauses, phrases, parts, or portions are found to be invalid. If
any provision of this Initiative is held invalid as applied to any person or circumstance,
such invalidity shall not affect any application of this Initiative that can be given effect 
without the invalid application.

B. This Initiative does not alter any City obligations under existing settlement agreements
that pertain to the Existing Stadium Site.

C. If any portion of this Initiative is held by a court of competent jurisdiction to be invalid, 
the People of the City of San Diego express the strong desire that: (i) the City Council 
use its best efforts to sustain and re-enact that portion; and (ii) the City Council
implement this Initiative by taking all steps possible to cure any inadequacies or
deficiencies identified by the court in a manner consistent with the express and implied 
intent of this Initiative, including adopting or reenacting any such portion in a manner 
consistent with the purpose, intent, and findings of this Initiative.

D. This Initiative shall be broadly construed in order to achieve the purpose, intent, and 
findings stated above. It is the intent of the People of the City of San Diego that the 
provisions of this Initiative be interpreted or implemented by the City and others in a 
manner that facilitates the purpose, intent, and findings set forth in this Initiative.

SECTION 7. Amendment.
A. On or after the 20th Anniversary of the adoption of this Initiative, a vote of the people

shall not be required to amend or repeal any portion of this Initiative, and this Initiative 
and the Amendments that it adopts, including all exhibits thereto, may be amended or 
repealed by any procedure otherwise authorized by law.

B. Any amendments to this Initiative shall not impair the contractual rights or vested rights 
conferred by a lease and option agreement or any associated development agreement.
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SECTION 8. List of Initiative Exhibits.
The Exhibits to this Initiative are: 
Exhibit A: Site Map

A STATEMENT OF THE REASONS FOR THE PROPOSED ACTION AS 
CONTEMPLATED IN SAID PETITION IS AS FOLLOWS:
San Diego State University (SDSU) is a critical component of the region’s higher education system, 
and has been a catalyst for the City's growth by offering first class education to residents. SDSU’s 
existing campus cannot accommodate significant additional growth. In order for SDSU to meet the 
region’s future higher education needs, additional land is needed.

This initiative authorizes the sale of the Existing Stadium Site to SDSU based on a determination 
of fair market value.  It requires SDSU to comprehensively plan the Existing Stadium Site to provide 
facilities for educational, research, entrepreneurial and technology programs within a mixed-use 
campus village and research park.

This initiative also requires SDSU to revitalize and restore the San Diego River Park south of the 
Existing Stadium Site as designated parkland, including walking and biking trails, a river buffer of 
native vegetation, and requires River Park improvements be made at no cost to the City General
Fund.

This initiative also requires SDSU to construct a Joint Use Stadium, comprised of approximately 
35,000 seats, for SDSU football and other potential sports partners, including professional soccer, 
and adaptable for the NFL, and further requires that SDSU, not the City, pay for any stadium 
rehabilitation costs, demolition or removal costs, cost overruns, operating costs, maintenance, or 
capital improvement expenses.

This initiative contributes significant public benefits to the City and region, and requires a thorough 
CEQA environmental reviewas part of an open and transparent master plan process.

This Initiative will not raise or impose any new or additional taxes on City residents.
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CITY OF SAN DIEGO

(This Measure will appear on the ballot in the following form.)

MEASURE J
CHARTER AMENDMENT REGARDING MANDATORY DISCLOSURE OF BUSINESS 
INTERESTS. Shall the City Charter be amended to: require, for certain contracts, disclosure of the 
names and identities of all natural persons owning more than 10% of an entity contracting with the 
City or receiving more than 10% of the contracted amount; require the disclosures to be provided 
to the Council for contracts requiring Council approval; and exempt public agencies and publicly 
traded companies from the requirements?

This measure requires approval of a simple majority (50% plus 1) of those voting on the measure.  

OFFICIAL TITLE AND SUMMARY
BALLOT TITLE

Charter Amendment Regarding Mandatory Disclosure of Business Interests

BALLOT SUMMARY
This measure would amend the San Diego City Charter (Charter) by amending 

Section 225: Mandatory Disclosure of Business Interests. 

If approved by voters, the Charter amendments would require that every person or entity 
entering into certain contracts with the City would first be required to disclose the names and 
identities of all natural persons who: 

(1) will receive more than 10% of the contracted amount, or 
(2) who own more than 10% of the entity contracting with the City. 

This requirement would apply to contracts including, but not limited to, contracts for public 
works, goods, services, consultants, transfers of interests in the City’s real or personal property, 
and franchises, that are submitted to the City Council (Council) for approval or involve money over 
amounts established by ordinance of the Council. 

The disclosures would also be required before any transfer of such contracts, if the City 
has the right to approve or object to the transfer.

If voters approve the amendments, the City would retain its existing authority to reject, 
terminate, or rescind an existing contract if a person or entity submits false information or omits 
information required to be disclosed by the Charter section. 

The amendments would require that the disclosures be provided to the Council prior to 
the meeting in which the Council will consider the contract. 

In some cases, the person or entity who is contracting with the City may not be 
determined by the time of the scheduled Council meeting. If this occurs, the Charter amendments 
would require the mandatory disclosures of business interests to be provided to the Council at least 
fifteen days before the City awards the contract.

The Charter amendments would create exceptions for contracts between the City and  
other public agencies, and contracts between the City and entities that are publicly traded 
companies. In such cases, the specific disclosures of business interests would not be required. 
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BALLOT SUMMARY (CONTINUED)

The Charter amendments also clarify that section 225 does not preclude the City from 
requiring persons or entities contracting with the City to disclose other information as a condition of 
contracting with the City.

If approved, the Charter amendments would become effective after they are chaptered
by the California Secretary of State.

CITY ATTORNEY’S IMPARTIAL ANALYSIS

This measure would amend San Diego City Charter (Charter) Section 225: Mandatory 
Disclosure of Business Interests. The measure was placed on the ballot by the City Council. 

Section 225 was added to the Charter through a ballot measure submitted to voters on 
June 2, 1992. The section requires a contracting party to disclose “the name and identity of any 
and all persons directly or indirectly involved” in proposed contracts with the City, and a description 
of “the precise nature of all interests” of such persons. The disclosures are required for all City 
contracts, regardless of the amount of money involved or whether the contracts are submitted to 
the City Council (Council) for approval. 

Section 225 does not explain what it means to be “directly or indirectly involved” in a 
proposed contract or identify the types of interests that must be disclosed.   

If approved by voters, this measure would amend the Charter section to specify what 
must be disclosed. The amendments would specify that the names and identities of individuals with 
financial interests in the contract must be disclosed to the City if their financial interest exceeds 
10% of the contracted amount, or they have more than a 10% ownership interest in the entity 
contracting with the City. 

If approved by voters, the amendments would require such disclosures to be provided 
for all contracts submitted to the Council for approval, and to contracts exceeding certain dollar
amounts, with the amount to later be determined by the Council. 

The Charter amendments would remove the requirement that a contracting party identify 
“all persons directly or indirectly involved” in the contract, and the requirement that disclosures be 
provided for all contracts regardless of the amount of money involved.

The amendments are designed to provide the Council with the disclosures – the names 
and identities of the persons required – before the meeting at which the Council will consider a 
contract. 

If the contracting person or entity will not be known by the time of the meeting, the Charter 
amendments would require the Council to be provided with the disclosures at least fifteen days 
prior to the City awarding the contract, which would give the Council the opportunity to intervene in 
the contract process, if it desires. The City would retain its existing authority to reject, terminate, or 
rescind an existing contract if a person or entity submits false information or omits information 
required to be disclosed.

The Charter amendments would not require the disclosures from public agencies or 
publicly traded companies contracting with the City. These exceptions address circumstances in 
which personal financial interests are precluded by law, or where corporate ownership information 
is publicly available. The Charter amendments would not prevent the City from requiring those who 
contract with the City to disclose other information, as a condition of contracting with the City. 

FISCAL IMPACT ANALYSIS
This measure would amend City Charter section 225 to require, for certain contracts, disclosure of 
the names and identities of all natural persons owning more than 10% of an entity contracting with 
the City or receiving more than 10% of the contracted amount; require the disclosures to be 
provided to the Council for contracts requiring Council approval; and exempt public agencies and 
publicly traded companies form the requirements.  There is no fiscal impact associated with this 
Charter amendment.
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The full text of this measure is included in this Voter Pamphlet.

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF MEASURE J

Transparency in who local government does business with is essential if we are to earn the trust of 
residents.

The proposed changes to Charter Section 225:

1. Require the “disclosure of the names and identities of all ‘natural persons’ who will receive 
more than 10% of the contracted amount, or who own more than 10% of the entity contracting 
with the City,” when:
a. The City spends or receives more than an amount set by ordinance.
b. The City Council’s approval is required by Charter (e.g. Sections 94, 103, 103.1) or by 

ordinance. 

2. Guarantee the timely sharing of the disclosure information with the City Council when its 
approval is required to form a contract.

3. Exempt public agencies and publicly traded companies from the disclosure requirements.

4. Provide that “This Section shall not preclude the City from requiring disclosure of any other 
information from persons or entities contracting with the City.”

In the early Nineties, the City leadership unknowingly, almost entered a real estate deal with an 
alleged mobster.  At the June 1992 election, 86% of the voters added Section 225 to the City 
Charter to prevent such “near misses” from happening in the future.

Previous city attorneys pointed out flaws in the language so for 26 years enforcement of Section 
225 has been inconsistent at best.

The full City Council now unanimously recommends this change to you, the voter.

The proposed revision to Charter Section 225 will enable the City leadership and public to know 
when they are dealing with bad actors, avoid conflicts of interest and ensure equal opportunity 
contracting and do what the voters intended in 1992.

Barbara Bry
President Pro Tem, San Diego City Council, District 1

ARGUMENT AGAINST MEASURE J
No argument against Measure J was filed with the City Clerk’s Office.
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FULL TEXT OF MEASURE J

ARTICLE XIV

MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS

SECTION 225: MANDATORY DISCLOSURE OF BUSINESS INTERESTS 

No right, title or interest in the City’s real or personal property, nor any right, title or interest arising 
out of a contract, or lease, may be granted or bargained pursuant to the City’s general municipal 
powers or otherwise, nor any franchise, right or privilege may be granted pursuant to Section 103 
or 103.1 of this Charter, unless the person applying or bargaining therefor makes a full and 
complete disclosure of the name and identity of any and all persons directly or indirectly involved 
in the application or proposed transaction and the precise nature of all interests of all persons 
therein.
Any transfer of rights, privileges or obligations arising from a franchise, right or privilege granted 
under Charter Section 103 or 103.1, or any transfer of any right, title or interest in the City’s real or 
personal property, or any right, title or interest arising out of a contract, or lease, which may be 
granted or bargained pursuant to the City’s general municipal powers or otherwise, shall also 
require a full and complete disclosure as set forth above.
Failure to fully disclose all of the information enumerated above shall be grounds for denial of any 
application or proposed transaction or transfer and may result in forfeiture of any and all rights and 
privileges that have been granted heretofore.
For purposes of this Charter section, the term “person” means any natural person, joint venture, 
joint stock company, partnership, association, firm, club, company, corporation, business trust, 
organization or entity.

Every person or entity contracting with the City shall first disclose to the City the names and 
identities of all natural persons who will receive more than 10% of the contracted amount or who 
own more than 10% of the entity contracting with the City, where the City will be expending or 
receiving more than the amounts established by ordinance of the City Council or where City Council 
approval is required by this Charter or by ordinance. Contracts subject to this Section include, but 
are not limited to, contracts awarded pursuant to Section 94 of this Charter, transfers of interests 
in the City’s real or personal property, and grants or renewals of franchises pursuant to Sections 
103 or 103.1 of this Charter. The same disclosure shall be made to the City by every person or 
entity later receiving or assuming any rights or obligations under such contracts where City approval 
is required to transfer such rights or obligations.  

The City may reject a proposed contract, terminate a current contract, or rescind a prior contract, if 
any person or entity submits false information or omits information required to be disclosed by this 
Section. 

The City shall provide the City Council with the disclosures received from every person or entity 
contracting with the City where City Council approval is required, prior to the City Council meeting 
where the contract will be considered. If the person or entity the City will be contracting with has 
not been determined by the date of the City Council meeting, the City shall provide the City Council 
with the disclosures at least fifteen days prior to awarding the contract.

This Section does not apply to public agencies, or to entities that are publicly traded companies 
listed on a stock exchange in the United States.

This Section shall not preclude the City from requiring disclosure of any other information from 
persons or entities contracting with the City.
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CITY OF SAN DIEGO

(This Measure will appear on the ballot in the following form.)

MEASURE K
CHARTER AMENDMENT LIMITING CITY COUNCILMEMBERS TO SERVING TWO 
FOUR-YEAR TERMS. Shall City Charter section 12(c) be amended to remove language regarding 
a “particular district” and clarify that a person cannot serve on the City Council after serving two 
four-year terms, with a partial term of more than two years continuing to count as a full term for 
purposes of the term limit provision?

This measure requires approval of a simple majority (50% plus 1) of those voting on the measure.  

OFFICIAL TITLE AND SUMMARY
BALLOT TITLE

Amendments to the San Diego City Charter Regarding Term Limits for City 
Councilmembers 

BALLOT SUMMARY
This measure would amend the San Diego City Charter (Charter) to specify that 

members of the City Council (Council) would be limited to serving two four-year terms as a 
Councilmember. The limit would apply regardless of whether the terms were served consecutively.

The Charter provision regarding partial terms would not change: a partial term exceeding 
two years would count as a full term. A partial term may occur when a Councilmember is elected 
or appointed to fill a vacancy and complete another Councilmember’s term. 

The ballot measure was proposed by two Councilmembers during a process in which 
proposals were submitted for consideration by a Council standing committee and then the full 
Council. The Council voted to place the measure on the ballot. 

If approved, the Charter would be amended as of the date the amendments are 
chaptered by the California Secretary of State.

CITY ATTORNEY’S IMPARTIAL ANALYSIS

The San Diego City Council (Council) is composed of nine Councilmembers elected by 
district. This ballot measure would amend San Diego City Charter (Charter) section 12(c) to specify 
that members of the Council would be limited to serving two four-year terms. 

Section 12(c) provides that Councilmembers are limited to “two consecutive four-year 
terms as a Council member from any particular district.” The Charter states that if a Councilmember 
serves “a partial term as Councilmember from a particular district in excess of two (2) years” it shall 
be considered a full term. 

If approved by voters, the Charter amendments would remove the phrases “from any 
particular district” and “from a particular district.” The existing language allows a Councilmember to 
potentially serve more than two four-year terms if: 
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CITY ATTORNEY’S IMPARTIAL ANALYSIS (CONTINUED)

(1) the Councilmember moved to a different district and won election there; or 
(2) a redistricting caused a Councilmember’s residence to be assigned to a different 
numbered district when boundaries changed, allowing the Councilmember to serve two 
full terms in the new numbered district. For example, if a Councilmember served one 
term representing District X, but redistricting moved the Councilmember’s residence into 
District Y, the Councilmember could potentially serve two more full terms, if elected to do 
so, in District Y. 

If approved, the Charter amendments would count each four-year term toward the term 
limit. 

The word “consecutive” would be removed, so that all terms are counted, regardless of 
whether terms are served in succession, and regardless of the district the member served. After 
meeting the term limit, a former Councilmember would face a lifetime ban on serving as a 
Councilmember.

The provision regarding partial terms would remain the same. A partial term in office that 
exceeds two years would count as a full term. Although rare, Councilmembers can serve a partial 
term if they are appointed or elected to fill a vacancy and complete another Councilmember’s term 
in office.

The Charter language to be amended was approved by voters in 1992. 

The Council placed this measure on the ballot.

If the measure is approved, all candidates seeking Council seats in the November 6, 
2018 Municipal General Election, and who are elected to those seats, would remain eligible to be 
sworn in and serve a four-year term that will begin in December 2018.

A Councilmember’s eligibility to hold a new term in office would be determined at the time 
the Councilmember requests nomination papers from the City Clerk’s Office to become a candidate 
for election to another term. This will occur next in 2020. At that point, if a Councilmember has 
already served two four-year terms (and possibly an additional partial term that does not exceed 
two years), the Councilmember would not be eligible for re-election. 

The next regularly scheduled primary elections for Councilmembers representing 
Districts 1, 3, 5, 7, and 9, respectively, will be held in 2020; regularly scheduled primary elections 
for Councilmembers representing Districts 2, 4, 6, and 8, respectively, will be held in 2022.

FISCAL IMPACT ANALYSIS
This measure would limit Council members two four-year terms in a lifetime, regardless of which 
district they serve.  There is no fiscal impact associated with this Charter amendment.

The full text of this measure is included in this Voter Pamphlet.

ARGUMENTS
No argument in favor or against Measure K was filed with the City Clerk’s Office.
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FULL TEXT OF MEASURE K

ARTICLE III

LEGISLATIVE POWER

SECTION 12: THE COUNCIL

(a) The Council shall be the legislative body of the City and each of its 
members shall have the right to vote upon all questions before it.

(b) Council members shall hold office for the term of four (4) years from and 
after 10 a.m. on the tenth day of December next succeeding their election 
and until their successors are elected and qualified. If the tenth day of 
December falls on a weekend or holiday, the term shall begin at 10 a.m. 
on the next calendar day that is not a weekend or a holiday.

(c) Notwithstanding any other provision of this Charter, no person shall serve 
more than two consecutive four-year terms as a Council member from 
any particular district. If for any reason a person serves a partial term as 
Councilmember from a particular district in excess of two (2) years, that 
partial term shall be considered a full term for purposes of this term limit 
provision. 

(d) Upon any redistricting pursuant to the provisions of this Charter, 
incumbent Council members will continue to represent the district they 
were elected to serve for the remainder of their current term. At the next 
municipal primary and general elections following a redistricting, Council 
members shall be elected from those districts not represented and from 
those districts represented by incumbent Council members whose terms 
expire as of the general election in that year. If, as a result of any 
redistricting, more than a simple majority of the City Council as 
redistricted shall be elected at either the municipal primary or general 
election next following any such redistricting, the City Council prior to 
any such election shall designate one or more new districts for which 
the initial council term shall be two years in order to retain staggered 
terms for Council members

(e) It is the duty of the Council members to attend all Council meetings. The 
Council shall vacate the seat of any Councilmember who is absent from 
eight (8) consecutive meetings or fifty percent (50%) of any scheduled 
meetings within a month unless the absence thereof is excused by 
resolution of the Council. 

(f) Council members shall devote full time to the duties of their office and not 
engage in any outside employment, trade, business or profession which 
interferes or conflicts with those duties. 

(g) Council members shall not be eligible during the term for which they were 
appointed or elected to hold any other office or employment with the City, 
except as a member of any Board, Commission or Committee thereof, of 
which they are constituted such a member by general law or by this 
Charter.

(h)   Whenever a vacancy exists in the office of a Councilmember, the chief of 
staff for the departing Councilmember shall manage the office of the 
Councilmember under the authority of the Council President, until a 
replacement is appointed or elected pursuant to the procedures for filling 
vacancies provided by this Charter.
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CITY OF SAN DIEGO

(This Measure will appear on the ballot in the following form.)

MEASURE L
CHARTER AMENDMENTS REGARDING ETHICS AND COMPENSATION FOR ELECTED 
CITY OFFICERS: Shall the Charter be amended to: (1) restrict benefits for elected City officers; 
(2) restrict lobbying and campaign activities of elected City officers; and (3) remove the 
requirement that Councilmembers set their salaries and those of the Mayor and City Attorney, 
providing instead that their salaries be set as percentages of the salary set by the State of 
California for Superior Court judges?

This measure requires approval of a simple majority (50% plus 1) of those voting on the measure.  

OFFICIAL TITLE AND SUMMARY
BALLOT TITLE

Amendments to the San Diego City Charter to Remove Requirement that 
Councilmembers Vote to Establish Salaries; and to Set Elected Officials’ Salaries as Percentages 
of State Judicial Salary, Restrict Compensation and Benefits, and Enact Ethics Measures, for City 
Councilmembers, the Mayor, and the City Attorney.

BALLOT SUMMARY
This measure would amend the San Diego City Charter (Charter) to eliminate the 

requirement that the City Council (Council) vote to establish Councilmembers’ salaries and those 
of other elective officers, and to eliminate the Salary Setting Commission that proposes salary 
amounts for Council consideration and approval. 

The proposed Charter amendments would change the salary setting process and 
automatically tie the salaries of City Councilmembers, the Mayor, and the City Attorney to a 
percentage of the state-approved salary for California Superior Court judges. 

The amendments also would eliminate the following for City elective officers: honoraria, 
car allowances paid as additional compensation, and free use of City-owned-and-controlled 
sports and entertainment venue tickets. The amendments would expand restrictions on lobbying, 
and add regulations regarding incumbent officers’ use of taxpayer-funded, mass form constituent 
mailings.

The ballot measure was proposed during a process in which members of the public 
submitted ballot measure proposals for consideration by a Council standing committee and then 
the full Council. If approved, the Charter amendments would become effective after they are 
chaptered by the California Secretary of State.
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CITY ATTORNEY’S IMPARTIAL ANALYSIS

The Charter requires that the City Council (Council) vote to establish salaries of the 
Mayor and Councilmembers, and the Council must consider recommendations from the City’s 
Salary Setting Commission (Commission) every two years. The Council may accept a proposed 
increase, but may not set salaries higher than the Commission recommends. The Council has not 
accepted a salary increase proposed by the Commission since 2002.  

The Charter also requires the Council to fix the City Attorney’s salary.  

If approved, the proposed Charter amendments would eliminate the Commission and 
the requirement that the Council vote to establish elective officer salaries. Instead, the 
amendments would automatically tie salaries of Councilmembers, the Mayor, and the City 
Attorney to the state-approved salary for California Superior Court judges in the California 
Government Code.

The amendments would phase in salaries: 

•    Councilmembers would be paid 60 percent of the state salary for California 
Superior Court Judges beginning December 10, 2020, and 75 percent of the 
state salary for California Superior Court judges beginning December 10, 2022. 

•       The Mayor and City Attorney would be paid an amount equal to the state salary 
for California Superior Court judges beginning December 10, 2020.

A state formula provides that Superior Court judges’ salaries increase by the average 
percentage salary increase for the current fiscal year for state employees. Salaries for City 
elected officials would increase as state employees’ salaries increase.

The amendments would eliminate the following for elected City officials: honoraria, car 
allowances, and free use of City-owned-and-controlled sports and entertainment venue tickets. 

The amendments also would expand restrictions on lobbying, and regulate incumbent 
officers’ use of taxpayer-funded, mass form constituent mailings.

Honoraria are fees such as speaker fees that are prohibited under state law, but with 
some exceptions. The measure would eliminate exceptions for City elective officers.  

Effective December 10, 2020, the amendments would eliminate a regularly paid car 
allowance as a form of additional compensation for an elective officer’s use of a private vehicle, 
but allow reimbursement for actual miles driven in a personal vehicle while on City business, 
following federal tax laws.

A City policy governs the use of admission tickets it receives, including tickets for City-
owned-and-controlled sports and entertainment venues. This measure would prohibit free use of 
such tickets. The City would be required to market such tickets to the public at fair market value, 
keeping the proceeds. Tickets for certain venues and events may be governed by agreements 
that would require further analysis to determine whether the City could sell them.

City law prohibits lobbying by former City officials, including elective officers, for one 
year after leaving City employment. This measure extends the prohibition to two years.

State law regulates the use of public funds for mailings featuring a public official. This 
measure prohibits an incumbent official’s mass mailings starting 75 days before an election when 
the official, or a staff member, seeks City office. 

This measure was proposed by a member of the public. The Council placed it on the 
ballot.
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FISCAL IMPACT ANALYSIS

The portions of this ballot measure that create a fiscal impact to the City of San Diego include net 
compensation increases for the City’s 11 elective officers – the Mayor, nine Councilmembers, and 
the City Attorney. This measure would produce salary and related fringe benefits cost increases 
(including retirement plan and Medicare costs) and would eliminate the availability of a car 
allowance.

The net annual compensation cost increase in today’s dollars (not adjusted for wage inflation) for 
the 11 positions is estimated to be approximately $560,000 beginning December 10, 2020, and 
approximately $870,000 beginning December 10, 2022. In 2020 and 2022, these costs will be 
somewhat higher if annual wage adjustments (based on the salary increase percentage for state 
judicial salaries) are applied between now and 2020/2022. After 2022, salary increase 
percentages will continue to match those that may occur for judicial salaries.

The largest component of the estimated net annual compensation increase is salaries. The table 
below reflects only the estimated annual salary increase (in today’s dollars) that this measure 
would generate for each individual elective officer position.

Annual Salary Increase Beginning December 10, 2020

Annual Salary 
Increase Beginning 
December 10,2022

       Mayor City Attorney
Individual 

Councilmembers
   Individual 
Councilmembers

Current Salary $       101,000 $          194,000 $                75,000 $               75,000
Estimated Salary 
in Today’s
Dollars with this 
City Charter 
Amendment $       206,000 $         206,000 $               124,000 $                155,000
Estimated 
Increase in 
Salary $       105,000 $            12,000 $                  49,000 $                  80,000

This measure also contains a prohibition on elective officers distributing City-held tickets for 
sports and entertainment events without payment for such tickets. The City’s revenue increase 
related to this provision, if any, cannot be readily determined, due to the uncertainty of the City’s 
ability to sell event tickets.

The full text of this measure is included in this Voter Pamphlet.
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ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF MEASURE L

Measure L is bipartisan, citizen-initiated ethics reform for City Hall that will:

� Prohibit Campaigning on Taxpayer Dollars – Measure L prohibits City-funded 
mailings by incumbents in the last 75 days of a reelection campaign.

� Restrict Lobbying by Former Elected Officials – Measure L keeps politicians from 
cashing in as special-interest lobbyists by prohibiting former elected City officers from 
lobbying the City for two years after they leave office.

� Outlaw Acceptance of Honoraria – Elected City officers will not longer be able to 
accept speaking fees, including from individuals, companies or groups with business 
before the City.

� End the Practice of Councilmembers Voting on Their Own Pay – Councilmembers 
now get to set their own salary, a system the San Diego County Grand Jury called 
“fundamentally flawed” and an “inherent conflict of interest,” concluding that “salaries of 
Councilmembers and the Mayor should be tied to an external benchmark.” Measure L 
implements this recommendation by permanently setting elected City officer salaries as 
percentages of Superior Court Judge salaries.

� Eliminate the Car Allowance – Elected officers are now entitled to an almost $10,000 
annual car allowance whether they drive on City business or not. Under Measure L, 
elected officials will be reimbursed for actual miles driven, like any other City employee.

� Ban Free Luxury Box Seats – Measure L bars elected officers from the free use of 
luxury skyboxes in all City-owned venues and prohibits them from giving those 
expensive seats away to donors, lobbyists and other cronies.

Measure L enshrines in the City Charter comprehensive reform that is designed to encourage 
citizen legislators and repel career politicians who are more interested in perks than public 
service.

Join us in supporting good government. Yes on Measure L.

Mark Kersey                          Haney Hong 
SD City Councilman                                         President and CEO,            

           San Diego Taxpayers Association

Bob Ottlie                           Lori Thiel
Former Chair,                                                        President, 
San Diego Salary Setting Commission             League of Women Voters

                                                   

ARGUMENT AGAINST MEASURE L
No argument against Measure L was filed with the City Clerk’s Office.
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FULL TEXT OF MEASURE L

ARTICLE III

LEGISLATIVE POWER

SECTION 11.1: LEGISLATIVE POWER -- NONDELEGABLE

The same prohibition against delegation of the legislative power which is imposed on the State 
Legislature by Article XI, Section 11a of the Constitution of the State of California shall applyies to 
the City Council of Tthe City of San Diego, so that its members shall must not delegate legislative 
power or responsibility which they were elected to exercise in the adoption of any ordinance or 
resolution which raises or spends public monies, including but not limited to the City’s annual 
budget ordinance or any part thereof, and the annual ordinance setting compensation for City 
employees, or any ordinance or resolution setting public policy, except where authorized by this 
Charter.

The City Council shall must annually adopt an ordinance establishing salaries for all City 
employees, except the City’s elective officers, The City Council shall adopt this ordinance not 
later than May 30 of each year after considering all relevant evidence, including but not limited to
the needs of the citizens residents of the City of San Diego for municipal services, the ability of 
the citizens residents to pay for those services, local economic conditions, and other relevant 
factors as the City Council deems appropriate.  The City Council shall must give priority in the 
funding of municipal services to the need of the citizensresidents for police protection in 
considering adoption of this salary ordinance and the annual budget ordinance, and must comply 
with any collective bargaining laws binding on the City as a public agency employer.

The prohibition imposed by this section against unlawful delegation of the legislative responsibility 
to set compensation for Ccity employees shall extends to any scheme or formula which seeks to 
fix the compensation of City of San Diego employees, except City elective officers, at the level of 
compensation paid to employees of any other public agency whose governing board is not 
elected by and not accountable to the people of the City of San Diego.  This prohibition shall also 
extends to any scheme or formula which seeks to fix, establish, or adjust the compensation of 
City of San Diego employees, except City elective officers, at the level of the largest cities in 
California or the State of California.

City elective officers will receive annual salaries based on the salary paid to Superior Court 
judges by the State of California.  The Chief Financial Officer is responsible for determining the 
State salary of Superior Court judges and for setting and adjusting the salaries of the City 
Councilmembers, Mayor, and City Attorney, as provided in sections 12.1, 24.1, and 40, 
respectively.

SECTION 12.1:  COUNCILMANIC SALARIES

On or before February 15 of every even year, the Salary Setting Commission shall recommend to 
the Council the enactment of an ordinance establishing the salary of members of the Council for 
the period commencing July 1 of that even year and ending two years thereafter.  The Council 
may adopt the salaries by ordinance as recommended by the Commission, or in some lesser 
amount, but in no event may it increase the amount.  The ordinance shall be subject to the 
referendum provisions of this Charter and upon the filing of a sufficient petition, the ordinance 
shall not become effective and shall be repealed by the Council or shall forthwith be submitted to 
a vote of the people at the next general statewide election Effective December 10, 2020, the 
salary paid to City Councilmembers will be 60 percent of the salary prescribed by law and as 
adjusted by law for judges of the Superior Court for the State of California. Effective 
December 10, 2022, the salary paid to City Councilmembers will be 75 percent of the salary 
prescribed by law and as adjusted by law for judges of the Superior Court for the State of 
California.
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ARTICLE IV

THE MAYOR

SECTION 24.1:   MAYOR’S SALARY
On or before February 15 of every even year, the Salary Setting Commission shall recommend to 
the Council the enactment of an ordinance establishing the Mayor’s salary for the period 
commencing July 1 of that even year and ending two years thereafter.  The Council shall adopt 
the salary by ordinance, as recommended by the Commission, or in some lesser amount, but in 
no event may it increase the amount.  The ordinance shall be subject to the referendum 
provisions of this Charter and upon the filing of a sufficient petition, the ordinance shall not 
become effective and shall be repealed by the Council or shall forthwith be submitted to a vote of 
the people at the next general statewide election. Effective December 10, 2020, the salary paid to 
the Mayor will be equal to the salary prescribed by law and as adjusted by law for judges of the 
Superior Court for the State of California.

ARTICLE V

EXECUTIVE AND ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICE

SECTION 40: CITY ATTORNEY
A City Attorney shall be elected for a term of four (4) years in the manner prescribed by Section 
10 of this Charter. The City Attorney shall hold office for the term prescribed from and after 10 
a.m. on the tenth day of December next succeeding the election and until a successor is elected 
and qualified.  If the tenth day of December falls on a weekend or holiday, the term shall begin at 
10 a.m. on the next calendar day that is not a weekend or a holiday.

No person shall serve more than two (2) consecutive four-year terms as City Attorney. If for any 
reason a person serves a partial term as City Attorney in excess of two (2) years, that partial term 
shall be considered a full term for purposes of this term limit provision.

The City Attorney shall be the chief legal adviser of, and attorney for the City and all Departments 
and offices thereof in matters relating to their official powers and duties, except in the case of the 
Ethics Commission, which shall have its own legal counsel independent of the City Attorney. The 
attorney and his or her deputies shall devote their full time to the duties of the office and shall not 
engage in private legal practice during the term for which they are employed by the City, except to 
carry to a conclusion any matters for which they have been retained prior to taking office. The City 
Attorney must be licensed to practice law in the State of California and must have been so 
licensed for at least ten years at the time he or she submits nominating petitions.

The City Attorney shall appoint such deputies, assistants, and employees to serve him or her, as 
may be provided by ordinance of the Council, but all appointments of subordinates other than 
deputies and assistants shall be subject to the Civil Service provisions of this Charter.  The City 
Attorney may appoint no more than six Assistant City Attorneys and four other assistants, who 
shall serve at the pleasure of the City Attorney and may be removed by the City Attorney at any 
time. 

No Deputy City Attorney, who has served continuously as a Deputy City Attorney in the Office of 
the City Attorney for one year or more shall be terminated or suspended without good cause, 
except that any Deputy City Attorney may be subject to layoff due to lack of work or insufficient 
appropriation to meet the salary requirements necessary to maintain existing personnel in the 
Office of the City Attorney.

To ensure that Deputy City Attorneys conduct their legal work with the highest level of integrity, 
honesty, and professionalism, good cause for purposes of termination or suspension includes, but 
is not limited to, failure to comply with the California Rules of Professional Conduct.
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It shall be the City Attorney’s duty, either personally or by such assistants as he or she may 
designate, to perform all services incident to the legal department; to give advice in writing when 
so requested, to the Council, its Committees, the Manager, the Commissions, or Directors of any 
department, but all such advice shall be in writing with the citation of authorities in support of the 
conclusions expressed in said written opinions; to prosecute or defend, as the case may be, all 
suits or cases to which the City may be a party; to prosecute for all offenses against the 
ordinances of the City and for such offenses against the laws of the State as may be required of 
the City Attorney by law; to prepare in writing all ordinances, resolutions, contracts, bonds, or 
other instruments in which the City is concerned, and to endorse on each approval of the form or 
correctness thereof; to preserve in the City Attorney’s office a docket of all cases in which the City 
is interested in any of the courts and keep a record of all proceedings of said cases; to preserve 
in the City Attorney’s office copies of all written opinions he or she has furnished to the Council, 
Manager, Commission, or any officer. Such docket, copies and papers shall be the property of the 
City, and the City Attorney shall, on retiring from office, deliver the same, together with all books, 
accounts, vouchers, and necessary information, to his or her successor in office.

The City Attorney shall have charge and custody of all legal papers, books, and dockets 
belonging to the City pertaining to his office, and, upon a receipt therefor, may demand and 
receive from any officer of the City any book, paper, documents, or evidence necessary to be 
used in any suit, or required for the purpose of the Office. 

The City Attorney shall apply, upon order of the Council, in the name of the City, to a court of 
competent jurisdiction for an order or injunction to restrain the misapplication of funds of the City 
or the abuse of corporate powers, or the execution or performance of any contract made in behalf 
of the City which may be in contravention of the law or ordinances governing it, or which was 
procured by fraud or corruption. 

The City Attorney shall apply, upon order of the Council, to a court of competent jurisdiction for a 
writ of mandamus to compel the performance of duties of any officer or commission which fails to 
perform any duty expressly enjoined by law or ordinance.

The City Attorney shall perform such other duties of a legal nature as the Council may by 
ordinance require or as are provided by the Constitution and general laws of the State.

The Council shall have authority to employ additional competent technical legal attorneys to 
investigate or prosecute matters connected with the departments of the City when such 
assistance or advice is necessary in connection therewith. The Council shall provide sufficient 
funds in the annual appropriation ordinance for such purposes and shall charge such additional 
legal service against the appropriation of the respective Departments.

Effective December 10, 2020, the salary paid to the City Attorney will be equal to the salary 
prescribed by law and as adjusted by law for judges of the Superior Court for the State of 
California. The salary of the City Attorney shall be fixed by the Council and set forth in the annual 
appropriation ordinance, provided that the salary of the City Attorney may not be decreased 
during a term of office. , but and in no event shall said salary be less than $15,000.00 per year.

Whenever a vacancy exists in the office of the City Attorney, an Assistant City Attorney, 
previously designated by the City Attorney to fulfill duties in the event of a vacancy and whose
name has been recorded with the City Clerk as the Interim City Attorney in the event of a 
vacancy, shall fulfill the duties of the City Attorney as the Interim City Attorney until a replacement 
can be appointed or elected as provided by this Charter. The Interim City Attorney shall have the 
full authority of the Office.

SECTION 41.1: SALARY SETTING COMMISSION

There is hereby created a Salary Setting Commission consisting of seven members who shall be 
appointed by the Civil Service Commission for a term of four years. The first members shall be 
appointed for a term commencing January 1, 1974. Initially, the Commissioners shall be 
appointed in a manner so that three are appointed for two-year terms and four are appointed for 
four-year terms. 
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The Salary Setting Commission shall recommend to the Council the enactment of an ordinance 
establishing salaries for the Mayor and Council as provided by this Charter. The Council shall 
provide the funds necessary to enable the Commission to perform its duties. The Civil Service 
Commission in its appointments shall take into consideration sex, race and geographical area so 
that the membership of such Commission shall reflect the entire community.

ARTICLE XVI

ELECTIVE OFFICERS

SECTION 303: RESTRICTIONS ON COMPENSATION AND BENEFITS FOR 

ELECTIVE OFFICERS

All elective officers for the City, defined in this section as the City Councilmembers, Mayor, and 
City Attorney, must adhere to the restrictions on compensation and benefits set forth in this 
section. This section is not intended to conflict with any provisions in federal or state law, except, 
however, where the restrictions on compensation are greater in this section than what is 
authorized under federal or state law, the greater restriction controls the compensation received 
by an elective officer. 

(a) Elective officers are prohibited from accepting honoraria, as that term is defined by 
State law.

(b) Effective December 10, 2020, elective officers are prohibited from receiving a 
regularly paid car allowance as a form of additional compensation, except they 
may be reimbursed for actual miles driven in a personal vehicle while on City 
business, in accordance with reimbursement policies that comply with federal tax 
laws and regulations in effect at the time of the request for reimbursement.

(c) Elective officers are prohibited from attending any sports or entertainment event in 
a venue owned, partially or in whole, by the City unless the officer has paid fair 
market value for admission, seats, or other accommodations. Elective officers are 
prohibited from giving away any City-held ticket, unless the recipient pays the face 
value of the ticket to the City. Any seats or similar amenities or services owned or 
controlled by the City, in part or in whole, within any sports or entertainment 
venue, must be marketed to the public at fair market value with all revenues 
received to be directed to the City Treasurer.

SECTION 304: RESTRICTIONS ON LOBBYING AND CAMPAIGNING FOR 

ELECTIVE OFFICERS

(a) Elective officers are prohibited from lobbying the City for a two-year period after 
leaving office.

(b) Elective officers are prohibited from using taxpayer-funded mass form constituent 
paper mailings during the 75 days before an election in which that officer is 
running, for reelection or for a different City elective position. Elective officers are
also prohibited from using mass form constituent paper mailings to publish 
information about any City employee who works for the elective officer and who is 
seeking City elective office during the 75 days before the election in which the 
employee is seeking office.
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CITY OF SAN DIEGO

(This Measure will appear on the ballot in the following form.)

MEASURE M
CHARTER AMENDMENT REGARDING REAPPOINTMENT OF AUDIT COMMITTEE PUBLIC 
MEMBERS. Shall City Charter section 39.1 be amended to allow the City Council to waive a 
requirement that the Council consider at least two applicants for appointment to a position as a 
public member of the Audit Committee, when the Council wishes to reappoint a sitting public 
member who is eligible for another term?

This measure requires approval of a simple majority (50% plus 1) of those voting on the measure.  

OFFICIAL TITLE AND SUMMARY
BALLOT TITLE

Amendments to the San Diego City Charter to Allow the City Council to Waive the 
Requirement of Considering at Least Two Candidates When a Public Member of the Audit 
Committee Seeks Reappointment

BALLOT SUMMARY

This measure would amend the San Diego City Charter to allow the City Council to 
waive the requirement that a screening committee provide a pool of at least two candidates for 
consideration for a vacant position as a public member of the Audit Committee if the public 
member is eligible for and applies for reappointment.

The City Council placed the measure on the ballot. If approved, the Charter 
amendments would become effective after they are chaptered by the California Secretary of 
State.

CITY ATTORNEY’S IMPARTIAL ANALYSIS

In 2008, voters amended the San Diego City Charter (Charter) to establish the City’s 
Audit Committee, to more clearly separate the City’s internal auditing function from the Mayor’s 
supervision.

The Audit Committee oversees the City’s internal auditing and control practices, directs 
the City Auditor’s work, and recommends the City’s outside auditor, monitoring its work.

Charter section 39.1 provides that the Audit Committee is a five-member body 
comprised of two City Councilmembers and three public members. 

The Charter states that the City Council appoints the three public members from a pool 
of at least two candidates for each vacant position.  

The candidate pool is established by a majority vote of a screening committee that 
includes one City Councilmember, the City’s Chief Financial Officer, the City’s Independent 
Budget Analyst, and two outside financial experts. The outside financial experts are appointed by 
the other three members of the screening committee and confirmed by the City Council.
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CITY ATTORNEY’S IMPARTIAL ANALYSIS (CONTINUED)

Public members of the Audit Committee must meet minimum requirements provided in 
the Charter. This includes at least 10 years of professional experience, as a certified public 
accountant or as a certified internal auditor, or other professional financial or legal experience in 
audit management.

Public members serve four-year terms. They are limited to serving two full consecutive 
terms, with one term intervening before they are eligible to serve another term.

If approved by voters, the Charter amendment would allow the City Council to waive 
the requirement that there be a pool of at least two candidates for Council consideration when a 
sitting public member applies and is eligible for reappointment. The public member will have gone 
through the screening process at the time of his or her initial appointment. The City Council may 
either waive the pool requirement and reappoint the sitting member, or require that a pool of at 
least two candidates be submitted for consideration. 

The Charter amendment was proposed by the office of the City’s Independent Budget 
Analyst and placed on the ballot by the City Council. 

FISCAL IMPACT ANALYSIS
This measure would amend City Charter section 39.1 to allow the waiver of the requirement that 
there be a pool of at least two candidates for an Audit Committee Public Member appointment in 
instances where a sitting incumbent applies, is eligible for reappointment, and City Council 
approves the incumbent’s reappointment.  There is no fiscal impact associated with this Charter 
amendment.

The full text of this measure is included in this Voter Pamphlet.

ARGUMENTS
No argument in favor or against Measure M was filed with the City Clerk’s Office.
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FULL TEXT OF MEASURE M

ARTICLE V

EXECUTIVE AND ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICE

SECTION 39.1: AUDIT COMMITTEE

Notwithstanding any other Charter provision to the contrary, the Audit Committee shall be 
appointed as provided under this section. To ensure its independence, the Audit Committee shall 
be composed of two members of the City Council and three members of the public. The two 
Councilmembers shall be appointed by the Council, one of whom shall serve as Chair of the Audit 
Committee. The three public members of the Audit Committee shall be appointed by the City 
Council from a pool of at least two candidates for each vacant position, to be recommended by a 
majority vote of a screening committee comprised of a member of the City Council, the Chief 
Financial Officer, the Independent Budget Analyst and two outside financial experts appointed by 
the other three members of the screening committee and confirmed by the City Council. The City 
Council may waive the requirement for appointment from a pool of at least two candidates when a 
sitting incumbent applies, and is eligible for reappointment. Public members of the Audit 
Committee shall possess the independence, experience and technical expertise necessary to 
carry out the duties of the Audit Committee. This expertise includes, but is not limited to,
knowledge of accounting, auditing and financial reporting. The minimum professional standards 
for public members shall include at least 10 years of experience as a certified public accountant 
or as a certified internal auditor, or 10 years of other professional financial or legal experience in 
audit management. The public members of the Audit Committee shall serve for terms of four 
years and until their successors have been appointed and qualified. Public members of the Audit 
Committee are limited to two full consecutive terms, with one term intervening before they 
become eligible for reappointment. Notwithstanding any other provision of this section, 
appointments shall be made so that not more than one term of office shall expire in any one year.

The Audit Committee shall have oversight responsibility regarding the City's auditing, internal 
controls and any other financial or business practices required of this Committee by this Charter. 
The Audit Committee shall be responsible for directing and reviewing the work of the City Auditor 
and the City Auditor shall report directly to the Audit Committee. The Audit Committee shall 
recommend the annual compensation of the City Auditor and annual budget of the Office of City 
Auditor to the Council and shall be responsible for an annual performance review of the City 
Auditor. The Audit Committee shall recommend to the Council the retention of the City's outside 
audit firm and, when appropriate, the removal of such firm. The Audit Committee shall monitor the 
engagement of the City's outside auditor and resolve all disputes between City management and 
the outside auditor with regard to the presentation of the City's annual financial reports. All such 
disputes shall be reported to the Council. The Council may specify additional responsibilities and 
duties of the Audit Committee by ordinance as necessary to carry into effect the provisions of this 
section.
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CITY OF SAN DIEGO

(This Measure will appear on the ballot in the following form.)

MEASURE N
REINSTATEMENT OF INDUSTRIAL DISABILITY RETIREMENT BENEFIT FOR POLICE 
OFFICERS. Shall the San Diego Municipal Code be amended to reinstate an industrial disability 
retirement benefit for members of the San Diego Police Officers Association who suffer a violent 
attack at work resulting in great bodily harm, with the benefit provided when a resulting mental or 
nervous disorder renders the member incapable of performing normal and customary duties?

This measure requires approval of a simple majority (50% plus 1) of those voting on the measure.  

OFFICIAL TITLE AND SUMMARY
BALLOT TITLE

Amendments to the San Diego Municipal Code to Reinstate an Industrial Disability 
Retirement Benefit for Members of the San Diego Police Officers Association Who Suffer Certain 
Violent Attacks at Work Resulting in Great Bodily Harm.

BALLOT SUMMARY

This measure would amend the San Diego City Municipal Code to reinstate an 
industrial disability retirement benefit in the City’s retirement system for City employees who are 
represented by the San Diego Police Officers Association (SDPOA) and who suffer a violent 
attack at work that results in great bodily harm. The benefit would be provided when a resulting 
mental or nervous disorder renders the member incapable of performing his or her normal or 
customary duties. The benefit would be provided to members of the SDPOA who are part of the 
San Diego City Employees’ Retirement System.

The benefit cannot be reinstated unless it is approved by a majority vote of the City of 
San Diego’s voters. The ballot measure was the result of a negotiated agreement between the 
City and the SDPOA requiring the City to place the measure on the November 2018 Municipal 
Special Election ballot. 

If approved, the Municipal Code amendments would become effective after the City 
Council adopts a resolution certifying the results of the November 2018 election.

N SD 400-124



PR-09L0-N2

CITY ATTORNEY’S IMPARTIAL ANALYSIS

This measure would amend the San Diego Municipal Code (Municipal Code) regarding 
industrial disability retirement benefits for members of the San Diego City Employees’ Retirement 
System (Retirement System) who are represented by the San Diego Police Officers Association 
(SDPOA).  

A member of the Retirement System who was employed by the City on July 1, 2000, 
and who suffered a violent attack at work that occurred before July 1, 2010, is eligible for an 
industrial disability retirement benefit if a resulting mental or nervous disorder rendered the 
member incapable of performing his or her normal and customary duties. 

The industrial disability retirement benefit has not been provided in the Municipal Code 
for any SDPOA member who suffered a violent attack at work that occurred after July 1, 2010. 

This measure would reinstate the benefit for members of the SDPOA who are part of 
the Retirement System. The reinstated benefit would cover those violent acts that occur on or 
after the date this measure takes effect, and for which a resulting mental or nervous disorder 
renders the member incapable of performing his or her normal and customary duties. 

San Diego City Charter (Charter) section 143.1(a) requires a vote of the City’s electors 
to reinstate this industrial disability retirement benefit. The Charter requires the vote because the 
reinstatement would increase the benefits of employees under the Retirement System. 

The City of San Diego (City) agreed, in a Memorandum of Understanding between the 
City and the SDPOA, to take steps to reinstate the disability retirement benefit. The City Council 
then voted to place this measure on the ballot.

Charter section 143.1(b) also obligates the Retirement System to prepare an actuarial 
study of the cost of the proposed benefits increase. A summary of the actuarial study is to be 
published in the ballot pamphlet. 

If approved by voters, the measure would become effective after the City Council 
adopts a resolution certifying the results of the November 2018 Municipal Special Election. 

FISCAL IMPACT ANALYSIS

It is difficult to confidently predict the costs to the City related to the reinstatement of the Police 
Officers’ disability retirement benefit contained in this measure (a disability benefit for a nervous 
or mental disorder resulting from a violent attack, while in the performance of job duties, that 
causes great bodily injury).

The City’s pension system acquired an actuarial analysis of potential costs related to this benefit, 
which was based on historical workers compensation claims. The actuarial analysis estimates a 
City cost that would be in the range of $0 to $200,000 per year, with the earlier years being on the 
low end of the range. When this benefit existed for 10 years from fiscal years 2000 to 2010, 
pension system records indicate there were no approved claims under this provision.

As stated previously, such costs are not easily predictable. The actuarial analysis excludes 
pension costs or savings that may occur due to Police Officers’ behavioral changes (e.g., higher 
rates of disability, lower rates of termination, or changes in average retirement age). The analysis 
also excludes any savings or costs that may occur in other City benefit programs (e.g., retiree 
healthcare) as a result of implementing this benefit or the behavioral changes it may cause.

The full text of this measure is included in this Voter Pamphlet.

N SD 400-125



PR-09L0-N3

ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF MEASURE N

Vote for Measure N and support our San Diego Police Officers

Every day, the men and women of the San Diego Police Department place themselves in harm’s 
way to protect our community. They put their lives on the line to help San Diegans in their times of 
greatest need, so it is critical to be there for them when they need us. 

Measure N will provide financial security for all police officers who are disabled by violent attacks 
while serving in the line of duty. This will give officers the comfort of knowing their family will be 
secure in the event they are no longer able to work.

Measure N will provide a disability retirement benefit for police officers who suffer permanent 
mental trauma due to a violent attack that causes great bodily harm to the officer. 

For a police officer to be eligible, all the following requirements must be met:

� The officer must be a victim of a violent attack involving the use of deadly force 
� The officer must be performing his or her duties as a police officer
� The attack causes great bodily harm
� The attack causes the officer to suffer mental trauma
� A board of experts determines that the officer has become psychologically or mentally 

incapable of performing his or her duties as a result of the attack.

As a result of these stringent requirements, Measure N applies only in rare instances with minimal 
impact on our city finances. 

A yes vote on Measure N today will ensure that heroes disabled while protecting our 
neighborhoods are provided the support they deserve.

Vote Yes on Measure N!

Kevin Faulconer         Toni G. Atkins
Mayor, City of San Diego         State Senator

Juan Vargas         Jack Schaeffer
Member, US House of Representatives         President, SDPOA

                Chris Cate
               City Councilmember

ARGUMENT AGAINST MEASURE N
No argument against Measure N was filed with the City Clerk’s Office.
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FULL TEXT OF MEASURE N

BE IT ORDAINED, by the People of the City of San Diego, as follows:

Chapter 2, Article 4, Division 5 of the San Diego Municipal Code is amended by 
amending section 24.0501 as follows:

Article 4: City Employees’ Retirement System

Division 5: Disability Retirements

§24.0501 Industrial Disability—Safety and General Members

(a) Any Member who joined the System on or before September 3, 1982, is
eligible for an industrial disability retirement allowance, regardless of his or
her age or years of Service Credit, if:

(1) the Member is permanently incapacitated from the performance of duty,

(2) the Member’s incapacity is the result of injury or disease arising out of
or in the course of his or her City employment, and

(3) the Member’s incapacity renders his or her retirement necessary.

(b) Any Member who enrolled in the System after September 3, 1982 will receive
an industrial disability retirement allowance, regardless of his or her age or
years of Service Credit, if:

(1) the Member is permanently incapacitated from the performance of duty,

(2) the Member’s incapacity is the result of injury or disease arising out of
or in the course of his or her City employment,

(3) the Member’s incapacity renders his or her retirement necessary, and

(4) the Member’s incapacity did not arise from:

(A) a preexisting medical condition, or

(B) a nervous or mental disorder.

(c) For purposes of section 24.0501, a preexisting medical condition is a condition that
occurred or existed before the Member joined the System. Any medical condition
that occurs during a mandatory waiting period before the Member is eligible to join
the System is not a preexisting condition. 

(d) Despite section 24.0501(b)(4), a Member who is employed by the City as of 
July 1, 2000 is eligible for an industrial disability retirement if all of the following 
conditions are met:

(1) the Member is a victim of a violent attack involving the use of deadly force,

(2) the attack occurs after June 30, 2000,

(3) the attack occurs before July 1, 2010, if the Member is in the Police Officers’ 
Association bargaining unit, or before July 1, 2005, for all other Members
within the applicable time period set forth in section 24.0501(e),

 
 

(4) the attack occurs while the Member is performing his or her duties as a City
employee,

(5) the attack causes the Member great bodily harm,
 

(6) the attack causes the Member to suffer a nervous or mental disorder, and
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FULL TEXT OF MEASURE N (CONTINUED)

(7) the Board determines, based upon the medical evidence, that the Member
has become psychologically or mentally incapable of performing his or her 
normal and customary duties, as a result of the attack.

(e) To receive an industrial disability retirement under section 24.0501(d), the attack must 
occur:

(1) before July 1, 2005, if the Member is not represented by the Police Officers’ 
Association, or

(2) either before July 1, 2010, or on or after , 2018, if the 
Member is represented by the Police Officers’ Association.

The City Clerk is instructed to insert the effective date of this Ordinance, once known, in 
the blank space provided in San Diego Municipal Code section 24.0501(e)(2).
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Don’t be caught off guard 
by a disaster. 

Register your cell phone and email address with 

AlertSanDiego is the region’s mass emergency 
notification system used by police and fire to send 

emergency updates and notifications, such as 
evacuations, during a disaster. 

Register today at 
ww.ReadySanDiego.org 
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Visit www.LiveWellSD.org to learn more

GET TO KNOW YOUR NEIGHBORS

CREATE AN EMERGENCY DISASTER PLAN

VOLUNTEER YOUR TIME & TALENTS

VISIT YOUR LOCAL

Get Your Blood Pressure Checked

Attend a class at your local library

Enjoy art and culture in San Diego County

ORGANIZE A GROUP WALK

Recycle, compost or

Help a local Safe Routes To School program

Top 10 ways to live well every day

FARMER’S MARKET

join a cleanup event

AT WORK
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  SSAVE OUR CITRUS! 
A new plant disease called Huanglongbing that kills citrus trees has 
been found in Los Angeles, Orange, and Riverside counties in 
backyard citrus. While this disease has not yet been found in San 
Diego County, early detection is key to protect our citrus trees. 
 
WHAT IS HUANGLONGBING?  
Huanglongbing, also called citrus 
greening, is a fatal citrus disease 
vectored by a pest called the Asian 
Citrus Psyllid. The fruits of an 
infected tree remain small and green 

with bitter juice and drop early. The leaves have 
asymmetrical discoloration and the tree loses 
leaves. An infected tree eventually becomes 
unproductive and dies. 
 
WHAT YOU CAN DO: 

- Inspect your citrus trees monthly for disease symptoms and 
Asian Citrus Psyllid.  

- Do not move citrus plants and fruit with stems and leaves out of 
quarantine areas or across state or international borders. 

- Plant new trees that come from reputable, licensed nurseries. 
- Cooperate with agricultural officials. 

 
For more information, please visit 

www.CaliforniaCitrusThreat.org or  
call the California Department of Food and Agriculture Hotline  

at 1-800-491-1899 
 

Thank you 
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Donate, reuse or return these items:

M
E

TA
L

RECYCLE THIS!

For more information, visit www.WasteFreeSD.org                              
or call toll free 1-877-R-1-EARTH. Se habla Español. 
City of San Diego residents should call 858-694-7000.

Newspapers
Magazines

Junk Mail

Cardboard - Flat 
Cartons

NO Napkins

Glass Jars

(Colored/Clear)
Cans

Scrap Metals

C O U N T Y  O F  S A N  D I E G O  R E C Y C L I N G  G U I D E

Cups 
Containers

Foam Blocks
NO Bags

Materials should be clean, dry & empty. Do not bag.

Donate
fabric  
and
appliances

 
bags or  
return to  
retailer

Reuse foam 
peanuts       
and
bubble wrap  

Mateeeeeeeeerials s
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VOTER INFORMATION! 
 

Keeping Voter Rolls Up to Date 
 
 

To keep the roster of registered voters as accurate as possible and reduce election costs, the San 
Diego County Registrar of Voters may use a process known as “Alternate Residency Confirmation.” 
This process permits removal from the active voter roll the names of those registered voters who 
have NOT voted, signed a petition or updated their registration in the preceding four (4) years. 

 
If the Registrar elects to use this process, this is how it would look: 
 

• Following the November 6, 2018 General Election, registered voters who have not voted 
and residence address, name or party preference has not been updated during the last four 
(4) years, are mailed a postcard notice asking them to confirm their residency.   

• The notice includes a pre-addressed postage-paid return card. This card MUST BE 
COMPLETED AND RETURNED to the Registrar of Voters by the voter if he or she wants 
to remain on the active voter roll.  

• If the card is not returned in 15 days or is returned by the U.S. Postal Service as 
undeliverable, the voter’s registration will be moved to the inactive voter roll. 

• Registrants on the inactive voter roll CAN STILL VOTE, however they are not sent election 
materials - saving taxpayer dollars - and may be required to show proof of current 
residency in order to vote in future elections. 

 
This notice is a legal prerequisite to using the “Alternate Residency Confirmation” process (California 
Elections Code Section 2224c).  
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REGISTRAR OF VOTERSREGISTRAR OF VOTERS
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO

Are you a high school  or college student?  

City: Zip:

Date of Birth: (MM/DD/YYYY)

I want to work the polls ($100-$175)

Registrar of Voters Election Services Division  5600 Overland Ave. San Diego, CA  92123

/ /

Take A Front Row Seat To Democracy….. 
Become A Poll Worker  

(circle one if applicable)   Name:

I have transportation
I would be willing to travel to another precinct

Are you a full time government employee?

I would like to volunteer my home, business or
other facility as a polling place ($50-$70)

In addition to English, I read, speak, & write:

U.S. Citizen and a registered voter in California

Lawfully admitted for permanent residence in the United States.

:etaD:erutangiS

County State

Yes      No

NoYes
Yes No

Yes No

NoYes

Arabic          Chinese          Filipino          Korean          Spanish          Vietnamese
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It’s that simple. Now wait until the next election to receive your paperless guide.

Items you will need to sign-up:

Last 4 digits of your Social Security Number

Step 1.  
    Visit:  sdvote.com
    and  Click on 

Step 2.
    On the Welcome! page, enter your required personal information
    then  Click on

Step 3.
    On the  My Voter Status page, scroll down to  County Voter Information Guide
    then  Select             

Step 4.
    Under 
    then  Click on 

 

No

4 easy steps to 
receive a paperless

voter guide

Note:  You may change your selection at any time.

VOTE 2018

Next

Save

   eSample Ballot
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